Google 



This is a digital copy of a book that was preserved for generations on library shelves before it was carefully scanned by Google as part of a project 

to make the world's books discoverable online. 

It has survived long enough for the copyright to expire and the book to enter the public domain. A public domain book is one that was never subject 

to copyright or whose legal copyright term has expired. Whether a book is in the public domain may vary country to country. Public domain books 

are our gateways to the past, representing a wealth of history, culture and knowledge that's often difficult to discover. 

Marks, notations and other maiginalia present in the original volume will appear in this file - a reminder of this book's long journey from the 

publisher to a library and finally to you. 

Usage guidelines 

Google is proud to partner with libraries to digitize public domain materials and make them widely accessible. Public domain books belong to the 
public and we are merely their custodians. Nevertheless, this work is expensive, so in order to keep providing tliis resource, we liave taken steps to 
prevent abuse by commercial parties, including placing technical restrictions on automated querying. 
We also ask that you: 

+ Make non-commercial use of the files We designed Google Book Search for use by individuals, and we request that you use these files for 
personal, non-commercial purposes. 

+ Refrain fivm automated querying Do not send automated queries of any sort to Google's system: If you are conducting research on machine 
translation, optical character recognition or other areas where access to a large amount of text is helpful, please contact us. We encourage the 
use of public domain materials for these purposes and may be able to help. 

+ Maintain attributionTht GoogXt "watermark" you see on each file is essential for in forming people about this project and helping them find 
additional materials through Google Book Search. Please do not remove it. 

+ Keep it legal Whatever your use, remember that you are responsible for ensuring that what you are doing is legal. Do not assume that just 
because we believe a book is in the public domain for users in the United States, that the work is also in the public domain for users in other 
countries. Whether a book is still in copyright varies from country to country, and we can't offer guidance on whether any specific use of 
any specific book is allowed. Please do not assume that a book's appearance in Google Book Search means it can be used in any manner 
anywhere in the world. Copyright infringement liabili^ can be quite severe. 

About Google Book Search 

Google's mission is to organize the world's information and to make it universally accessible and useful. Google Book Search helps readers 
discover the world's books while helping authors and publishers reach new audiences. You can search through the full text of this book on the web 

at |http: //books .google .com/I 



r 



5 BJBVEIREK© HIE]L I>©I7G]LAS 



THB 



TRIAL 



OP 



THE REV. NIEJL J^OU.GLAS, 



Bfif ORfe THlB 



HIGH COURT OF JUSTICIARY, 



AT EDIKBURGH, 



ti... 



ON THB 26th may 1817) 



wt^ 



^mtim* 



assaasts 



TAKEN IN SHORTHAND 



BT 



JOHN DOW, Esfi. W. S. 



eesb 



aae 



fiDINBURGH j , 
Printed ton ^ohn robertsok, IS^. Hioti street; 

MLO BT ARASH & EBIV^ AND J. OfflTH & SON, QLASaOW } LOHCIllAK, 

RVftsr, axn, oaxi^ brown; j. BorrERWORTH, 

AMD AMDXRSOIf & CHASB, LOMOON. 



1817^ 






Printed by Abemethy jf V^oArr, 
Old Bank Close, Jsdmfmrgh, 



^ 



gsniC. TRIAL 



or 



THE REV. NIEL DOUGLAS, 



to% 



SEDITION- 



PRESENT. 

Kt. HON. DAVID BOYLE, LORD JUSTICE-CJLERK. 

LORD HERMAND. I LORD PITMILLY, 

LORD GILLIE& J LORD RESTON. 

Countel/orthe Crown. 
JAMES WEDDERBURN, Esq. SOLICITOR-GENERAL. 

M. HOME DRUMMOND, Esq. IJAMES MACONOCHIE, Esq. 

H. WARREND£R, W. & Agwt. 

Cwnuelfor NiEL JDouoLAS, 

FRANCIS JEFFREY, Esq. I HENRY COCKBURN, Esq* 

J. P. GRANT, Esq. I J. A. MURRAY, Esq. 

DAVID BAMSAY, W. a Aonri^ 



Lord Justice- Clebk. — NielDouolas^ — Attend to the 
ladictinent against you> which is now to be read. 

<< NiEL Douglas, Universalist Preacher, residing in Stock- 
well Street of the city of Glasgow, you are Indict^ and Ac- 
cused, at the instance of Alexander Maconochie of Mea- 
dowbank, his Majesty's Advocate for his Majesty's interest : 
That ALBEIT, by the Jaws of this and of every oth^r well-go- 
verned realm, Sedition, more especially when committed by 
a ministel^ or by a person exercising the functions of a mini- 
ster, in the performance of divine worship, is a crime of a 
heinous nature, and severely punishable: Yet true it is 
AND OF VERITY, that you the said Niel Douglas are guilty of 
the said crime, aggravated as aforesaid, actor, or art and part : 
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In bo fab as, oa the dth day of March 1817, of on oUe or 
other of the days of that month, or of the months of February 
or January imaiediately preceding, in a house, hall or room, 
called the Andersonian Institution Class-Rooro, situated in 
John Street of the said city of Glasgow, you the said Niel 
Douglas, being a minister, or exercising the functions of a 
miuister, did, in the course of divine worship, wickedly, slan* 
derously, wisely and seditiously utter, before crowded con- 
gregations, chiefly of the lower orders of the people, prayers, 
sermons or dedamationB, ce&taiiiitig wicked, slanderous, false 
and seditious assertions and remarks, to the diedain, reproach, 
and contempt of his Majesty, and of his Royal Highness tlie 
Prince Regent, in their persons as well as in their offices j 
and also to the disdain, reproach and contempt of the House 
of Commons, and of tbelsdinin^fi'Aibn of justice within the 
kingdom ; all which wicked, slanderous, false and seditious 
BssertionB and remarks, were calculated and intended to the 
hurt, prgu dice and dishonour of his Majesty, and of his 
Koval Highness the Prince Regent, bolh in their persons 
and offices ; to withdraw fr otti the OtavemmenL and Legislature 
the confidence and affeetiens i^ tbe people; and, by engen- 
dering discord between the t^ing and 't^ people, tu inflame 
the people wJtfa ^ealoif^ Ond hatred against lihe Oovcrnment, 
and to fill the realm with trouble and dissension. More par- 
TicuLAKLY, time and plttde foresaifl, you the said Niel Dou- 
glas didividkedly, slanderously, faliaeTy and seditiously, in the 
coarse of the prayers, eermutu 'or dedamations uttered by 
you, assert and draw a parallel between his Majesty and Ne- 
buchadnezzar Kingdf BlJbtlon, reitittfkhig and insinuating 
that, like'^te'Mid King of Bkbylon, bis M(^e^ was driven 
from the society of men for JafidE^tp and 'corruption : And 
you, then and there, did further wickedly, slanderously, felse- 
ly and seditiously assert, that his Royal Highness the Prince 
Kcgent 'Was 'a podr iri&toated Wrdtch, or a poor infatuated 
devotee of -fiaccfaus, or use expreiisions of similar ttr^ort : 
And yog, then and there, did wickedly, slanderously, falsely 
tta& sedittonsly aMeft and draw a parallel between his Royal 
Highness the P/ince Ke^nt And Belshazzar Kin^ of Baby- 
Ibn ; retnarking and insinuating that his Koyal Hjghness the 
Prince Regent, like the said King of Babylon, had not taken 
WEfrning from the example of bis father ; and that a fate si- 
milar U> that df the said King of Babylon awaited his Royal 
Highness the Prince Regent, if he did not ameiid bis frays, 
and listen to the voice of his people : And fDrtHer, time 
tmd place foresaid, you did wlckedjy, slanderously, falsely and 
stditioualy mscrt that Uie 'House of Commdna was corrupt. 
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and that the members thereof were thieves and robbers ; that 
seats in the said House of Parliament were sold )ike buUoicks 
in a marketi or use expressions of similar import : And fuk- 
THER9 time and place mresaidf you did wickedly, slanderous- 
1}', falsely and seditious^ assert, that the laws were not just)}r 
administered within this kingdom 1 and that this subjiepts of 
bis Majesty were condemned without trial, and without evi- 
dence, or use expressions of simili^r ipvport. And yoi^ th^ 
said Niel Donelas havin|^ beet apprehended and takai before 
Robert Hamilton, Esquire, Sheriffrdef^ute /of the county Qf 
Lanark, did, in his presence^ at Glasgow, emit three several 
declarations, dated the 15th, Hth and 18th days pf March 
1817 : Which declarations being to be used in evidence a- 

fainst you, will be lodged in due . time in the hands ^ the 
'lerk of the High Court of Justiciary, before ubich you ,ai^^ 
to be tried, that you may have an opportunity of seeing the 
same. At least, time and plaoe feresaid, m <th« 'Oourae of 
divine worship, prayers, sermons or declamations were wick- 
edly, slanderously, falsely and seditiously uttered, containing 
the foresaid wicked, slanderous, false and seditions assertions, 
remarks and insinuations, by a person who wns a minister, or 
who exercised the functions of a minister ; and you the said 
Niel Douglas are guilty thereof, actor^ or art ^nd part All 
WHICH, or part thereof, being found proven by the verdict of 
an Assize^ before the Lord Justice-General, the Lord Justice- 
Clerk, and Lords Commissioners of Justiciary, vou ti}e said 
Niel Douglas ought to be punished with the pams of law, to 
deter others from committing the like crimes in all time co- 
ming. Jamss Wsdderburn, a, i)/' . 



Bobert Hanlltom :|^* abcriffrd«pQ^ «f 
the oounty of Lanark. 

James Thomson, derk to John Drys- 
dale, sherifi^ clerk of Lanarkshire. 

Geor;ge Duncan, 8heriff>ofBcer in Glas- 
gow. 

'^onn Leslie, clerk to the said John Dnr»> 
dale. 

Duncan Clark, ;G]a4gow. 

'Robert Alesan4cr, tobacconist, Glasgoiir.. 



LIST OF WITNESSES. 

M«thew L0««oii» ti^lor thor^ 
Mm M8oaUl)ini,;town-dBcer there. 
Alexander Taylor, town-officer there. 
Jtoaea Bine»toi«i«o£toer ^wre. . 
HughTatenon, labourer there. 
A|«xao4fr XjoBm* Jf^Jf^or .fiqrm^ly^re- 
siding In Tobago Street, Glasgow. . 
WUMam Fei^gusaon there. 
James Wafi£u, tui|^n ibf re. 
James .!5([uir, physician there. 
John Waddeli, tobacconist there. 



{.I6T OF ASSIZE. 



William Bruce of Alderston. 
Archibald Cocbnn of Ashkufk. 
James Gordon, merchant in Dalkeith. 
George Rae, weaver there. 



Simon Watterston, flad4tir tfaei^. 
Thomas Dodds, farmer, Edgelaw. 
Jfunoa Boal^ fanmrt Broachrigg. 



Cintnty of ffaddingtoiu 

William Aitchison of Drmnmore. | .Tohn Bum, fanner, Kingston. 

John Fowler of WindygowU. I John Hovrden, do. Conf^ton Mains. 

Ilobert Howdcn, farmer, Chapel. | 
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janies Joseph Hope Vcrc of CraigichalL 

James Dundat of Dundas. 

JElobert Ai]ga% raiding at CowdenhiU. 
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County ofUnlithgow* 



Jaines Trotter, farmer at ^ewtqn, jfd* 

rish of Aberoom. 
John Nimmof fanner there. 



CUy ofEdinburgk, 



K 



Peter Besbie,. smith in Edinbuqsh. 
Patrick Qunpbell, hotel-keeper there. 
WiUiam Blackwood, bookseUer there. 
James Macgrecor, hotel*keefer thete. 
James Wihte» bookseller there. 
Ebenezer Gilchrist, banker there. 
John Lyall, wine-merchant there. 
Thomas Storrar, baker there. 
John MackaT, post^master there. 
Darid Ma^bbon, builder there. 
John Rochead, musical-instrument-mi^ 
kerther^. 



Andrew Brown, founder there. 
Robert White^ pewterer thete. 
WilUam Peddie, leather-merchant there. 
Archibald Lumsdaine^ merchant there. 
William Hosg, tloth-merchant there. 
Alennder Gnia, accountant there: 
William Wadded printer there. 
John Swin. Simnson, silver-plater there. 
John Fairbaim, bookseller there. 
Robert Boyd, clothier diere. 



James Geddes, ilope Street, Leith. 
Henrj Pfctcrson.Auilder there. 
Robert Bavne, ^ocer in Leith. 
James BdJ, merchant there. 
Robert Bmce^ manager for the London 



Totbn of Leith', 



and Edinburgli Shipj^ing Comfiaiijr tx 

Leith. 

John Paul, seed-merchant in Leith. 
Robert Wilson, merchant there. 

D. BOTLE. 

Ad. Gillies. 
David Douglas. 



. JLoRB Justice-Clerk.— NiEL JDouglas, What do you 
say to this Indictment— are you guilty or not guilty ? 

Fannel.— Not Guilty, my Lord. 

Lord JusticE'-Clerk.— >Have the counsel for the pannel 
any objections to the relevancy of* tbift Indictment ^ 

Mr j£FFR£Y.«-Koy my Lord, ^e have given in defences 

for the prisoner. 

« 

DEFENCES for the Reverend Nxsl Douglas, to the In- 
dictment against him at the Instance of his Majesty's Ad- 
vocate} for nb Majesty's interest. 

The Pantiel denies that he is guilty of the crihie charged in 
the Indictment, or that he ever made, use of the expressions there 
imputed to him, or of any similar expressions. On the contrary, 
he avers and o^rs to prove, that he has always spoken with th^ 
utmost respect of the Sovereign, and the Houses of Parliament; 
has on all occasions extolled the laws of the country, and ex-* 
horted all his hearers to avoid and discountenance every sort of 
ttnnult or disorder. 



Under protestation to add and elk 



F. Jeffrey. 
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LIST OF EXCULPATORY WITNESSE& 

WilUan^WarrellyweaTerm Marlborough. I William Niabet* weaver, High Stxe^ 

Street, Calton of Glasgow. j Gla^w. 

Allan Campbell, teacher, Dempster I John Chalmers^ weaver, Carrick Street, 

Street, Glasgow. j Brownfeld, Glasgow. 

David Young, weaver, Bairack Street, I Rev. James Smith, St Patrick Square^ 

Calton. I Edinburgh. 

Jphp lUntoul, candleuaker, Argyle j Rev. James DonaUaon, head of Blac|c« 

$reet, Glasgow. | friars* Wynd, Edinburgh. 

Lord Justice-Clerk.-— Your Lordships have seen this 
Indictment, and have beard the defences for the prisoner 
read ; and though no objections have been stated by his 
counsel to the relevancy of the Indictment, yet if, in reference 
to the suflSciency of the facts charged in the minor proposi- 
tion to establish the crime charged in the major, or in refe- 
rence to any other circumstance in the Indictment, any ob- 
jections to the relevancy have occurred to your Lordships, you 
will now state them to the Court, 

Lord Hekmand* — I should be happy to find that the 
charge of employing such language regarding the Sovereign 
of this country as that statea in the Indictment should not 
be l^rought home to any sutgect. Never wa^ a Sovereign less 
deserving of such imputations. The Indictment is unques- 
tionably relevant. 

Lord Gillies.— I see no objections to the relevancy of this 
Indictment. 

Loud Justice- Clerk. — The usual interlocutor finding the 
relevancy of the Indictment falls now to be pronounced. 
Niel Douglas : Attend to the interlocutor of relevancy. 

** The Lord Justice-Clerk and Lords Cpmmissioneris of 
Justiciary having considered the Indictment raised and pur- 
sued at the instance of his Mojesty's Advocate, for his Ma- 
jesty's interest, against Niel Douglas, pannel, find the same 
relevant to infer the pains of law ; but allow the pannel to 
prove all facts and circumstances that may tend to exculpate 
him, or alleviate his guilt, and remit the pannel, with the in- 
dictment as found relevant, to the knowledge of an Assize. 

p. Boyle, I. P. D.'' 

Lord Justice- Clerk — The question for your Lordships' 
determination now is. Whether you should proceed, at tnis 
late hour, to the trial of the prisoner. 
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Lord ADvocATE.^*-If ngreeflble to your Lordil^s, I should 
tbat th« tiki skcHildnow proceed, in order to save trouble 
to the Jury and the witnesses who are in attendance. 

Mf JfifFRElr. — It Is out wish on the part of the prisoner 
tfam Am trial ahduld go cm now, as be has brought witnesses 
from Glasgow ; and to delay the trial would occasion addi- 
tional expense and trouble. So far from objecting that the 
trial should go on at present, it is our interest and desire that 
it should proceed now ; and, for my own part, I hare no wish 
for delay on any personal eonsideittions, 

. Lord Hermjivd.— •! wis! to get quit of the monstrous load 
of business which we ha/«re at present. Two other important 
cases at present remain to be disposed of. 

Lord PiTMiLLY— -If we proceed now it would prove a sct 
rioQs interferaice with our other daties. 

Lord JusTicE-CLERR.-^It would be most painful to me 
to allow any thing to interfere with the interest of the prisoner*, 
and therefore, amiough inconvenient to us in some respects, 
we shall proceed with the trial. 

The following persons were then named as Jurymen. 



Thomas Dodds, fanner at £d^;e]aw. 
James Boak, ftirmer, Broacbngg. 
William Aitchiaon of Dnmimore. 
Jobn Fowler Of Wkidjifiwlk 
Robert iSowden, farmer, Cliaper. 
James DItttdi* it IHUMeM. 
James Tkotter, ifuraier at Newton. 
Wm. Slackwood, bookseiter, Edinbuigfa. 
£ben. Gikhris^ banker tbeie. 



John Lvall, wine-merchant» Edinburgh. 
John Macfcay, post-master there. 
William Waddel, printer there. 
Jitoes Bell, merchant in Leith. 
Robert Bruce^ manager of the London 

find Edinbtngh Shipping Company at 

Leith* 
Robert Wilson, merchant there. 



EVIDENCE FOR THE CROWN. 



Albxavder Gollan sworn.— Examined by Mi* Maconocrte. 

Mr Grant. — t object to this witness, as we have had no op^ 
pbrluhity of knowihg any thine about him'. It is not said when, 
or in what capacity he resided m Tobago Street, Calton of Glas- 
gow. Another objection which we state, is, that we understand 
his name is Gullan, while the name in the list of witnesses an- 
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'Hin'im^l 
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nexed to the indtcimeQt is G^ttan* I need not take up the time , 
of the Court m shewing that these objections are sufBcient to en^ 
title us to jd^Hiaad that the evidence of this witnese be rejected. 

Court.— What »s yourlaaaie f — A. GoMaa. 

Mr Maconochib. — I do not think h aeeessarj to state any 
thing in answer to the other objection. 

Court.— Where do you lire ? — A. Tobago Street* Calton. 

Mr Macokochie.— What is your profession ?^-A. I am a 
weaver. 

Q. Were you One of the patrole <tf the county of Lanark ^ — 
^. I was one of the patrele. 

Q. Have you been in the habit| upon any occasio.iK of att^n^ing 
Mr Douglas's sermons ?— A. Yes, I have heard nim poce or 
twice. 

Q. When ? — A. I do not remember t{ie time-— ih the montb of 
January or t'ebruary last. 

Q. where was his meeting ? — A. In John Street, I think* 

Q. In the Andersonian Institution ?— A. Yes. 

Q. Was the meeting crowded ? — A. Yes. 

Q. What sort of persons attended it chiefly ?'^A« Tbey were 
mostly of the lower orders. 

Q. At what time of the evening was the meeting ?*«-A. From 
six to eight. 

Q. On what day of the week? — A. Sunday. 

Q. Can you speak more particularly to the time ?— A. I caq* 
QOt say more particularly. 

Q. Did an^ thing strike you particularly as to Mr Douglas's 
sermons I Did he introduce politics into them ?«^A. Yes. 

Q. That is he sitting there ?-— A. Yes. 

Q. Do you remember any of the texts he preached firom ?-^ 
A. From the. Afth chapter of Daniel. 

Q. Do you remember his entering iftto any discussion abotit 
the King?— 'A. Some little, but I remember but very little of it ' 
now. 

Q. Tell what you recollect of It. — A. Hemadea simile of l^reorge 
the Third to Nebuchadnezzar, and of the Prince Regent to Bd» 
shazzar, and insisted that the Prince represented the latter in 
not paying much attention to what had happened to Kings, — and 
that the King of France had not acted agreeably to the voice of 
the peoole, and brought himself to the block on tl^t account* 
And, enlarging in his discourse, he told the people it was neces- 
sary to have a reform, and he set forth, tliat the only means for 
getting it was by petitioning, and that he had no doubt that by pe- 
titioning it woula he obtained. 

Q. Do you remember any thing farther ?-•— A. I do not re^ 
member much more of his sermons. In his prayer, he prayed 
that the Lord might turn the heart of the Prince, calling him in- 
fiitaated,*— that he might disperse the corrupt counsellors that 
were about him, and place wise and faithful counsellors around 
bis throne. 

Q« Do you remember any thing farther he said in his prayer, 
or in his sermon f— A. This was in his lecture,*— that agreeably 



to the (itnatioD every person is placed in, he is mdre or leas ac> 
countable for the sins oe commits ; and if the Prince, in parti- 
cular, be guilty of not liElening to the voice of his people, ha 
would endure punishment for a aeries of years. 

Q. Do you remember any thing more i — A. I cannot say that I 
do at the present time. 

Q. Do you remember if there was any thins said about the 
House of Commons f — A. There might, but I do not renaember 
at the present time. 

Q. Did he say any thing about the Habeas Corpus act?— 
A. He eave a statement of the suspension of it,— how far it ran, 
-^omeMiing with regard to that. 

Q. What did he say P— A. I do not remember. 
~Q. Do you remember the substance of what he said ?-~ A. No, 
I do not remember. 

Q, Did he approve of the suspension of the Habeas Corpus 
acti — A. He found &ult with it. 

Q. Did he say any thing about those that passed the act sus- 
pending the Habeas Corpus act } — A. No, 1 do not remember. 

Q. Do you remember if he' talked at all about the victory of 
Waterloo? 

Mr Jeffrct.— I object to that question. 

Solicitor-Gekeral. — There can be no doubt, that, by the 

fractice of the Court, the question may be put to the witneBS. 
he general charge against the pannel is, that ne uttered certain 
discourses of a seditious nature and tendency ; and, in the minor 
proposition, there is a specification of the particulars from which 
the sedition charged is to be made out. We are not restricted 
in our proof to tne particular words charged in the indictment, 
but may prove generally whether in his discourses hia expressions 
were wicked or seditious. There may be many circumstances of 
an apparently trifling nature, from which the character of these dis- 
courses may be proved to be either iunoceat or seditious. I aver 
that the answer to the question which has been put will throw 
moat important light on this matter. In the case of Muir, a ques- 
tion of this sort occurred ; and some of your Lordships wilt re- 
collect, that an objection was made to questions being put re- 
garding any expressions but those contuned in tbe libel ; and the 
Court did allow the Proaecutor to enter into a proof of circum- 
Btances not mentioned in the libel. I shall quote the debate from 
Bobertson's edition of the trial, page 48. 

(He read the debate from tbe printed trial.) 

There was thus a long debate on the subject ; and the Prosecu- 
tor was found entitled to proceed in bis proof. Here the same 
rule should be adopted. 

Mr Jeffrey. — I certainly am not disposed to take up the time 
of the Court in speaking in support of my objection to this ques- 
tion. I am far from arguing, that the Public Prosecutor is to bs 
tied down to the very words mentioned in the minor proposition ; 
but if there Is any meaning at all in requiring a specific statement 
in the minor proposition, he must be limited to matters of the 



(ame class or description with those which are charged. He is not 
entitled, under the general charge of sedition, to inquire whether 
IJtie prisoner uttered any thing indecorous, unpatriotic, or impro- 
per, at jthe time libelled. What are the terms of the charge here ? 
That the prisoner ** did, in the course of divine worship, wickedly, 
slanderously, falsely, and seditiously utter, before crowded congre- 
gations, chiefly of the lower orders of the people, prayers, sermons, 
or declamations, contaiiiing wicked, slanderous, false, and seditious 
assertions and remarks, to the disdain, reproach, ai^d contempt of 
his* Majesty^ and of his Royal Highness the Prince Regeptf in their 
PersQns as well as in their Offices ; and also to the disdain, reproach, 
and contempt of ^e House qfCommons^ and of the Ad7ninistration 
^Jttstice Within the kingdom ; all which wicked, slanderous, false, 
and seditious assertions and remarks, were calculated and intended 
to the htirt, prejudice, and dishonour of his Majesty, and of his 
Royal Highness the Prince Regent, both in their persons and of- 
fices ; to withdraw from the Government and Legislature the con- 
fidence and affections of the people ; and, by engendering discord 
between the King and the people, to inflame the people, with jea* 
lousy and hatred against the Government, and to fill the realm 
"^ith trouble and dissension." Now, what possible connection 
can there be between the proof of any of these charges, and the 
prisoner's opinion of the battle of Waterloo ? Supposing a person 
should have the singularity, the want of feeling, or the whimsi- 
caJiity of thinking the victory at Waterloo disreputable to our re- 
putation or glory, is a prejudice to be excited against him in a 
trial for sedition or other crime, because he feels so little for his 
country a§ to have such sentiments ? What is it to the support oC 
indictment, supposing the prisoner had such peculiarity of thinks 
ing ? I am i^ot now to argue whether the expression of such sen* 
timents would ampunt to the charge of sedition ; for even if that 
were the case, and if such expressions had been specified in the 
indictment, you could not have allowed a proof of them, as they 
could not infer the particular sorts of sedition specified in the 
minor proposition. Particular charges are stated in the indictment, 
and are you to allow a party to be prejudiced by having such ques- 
tions, as that to which 1 now object, — I do not say answered, — 
but put to a witness at all? I do not care for the answers ; but 
to allow the Prosecutor to take such a course, would be attend- 
ed with bad consequences in worse times, and in other trials for 
crimes. At all events, the question is obviously quite irrelevant, 
and not admissible in this trial. 

Lord Gillies.— What is the particular question objected to ? 

Mr Jeffrey.— << Do you remember if he talked at all about 
the victory of Waterloo ?*' 

Lord Hermand. — I cannot conceive what the victory of Wa- 
terloo, or the Habeas Corpus act, has to do with this indictment. 
It is divided into three heads. There are charged, 1st, Seditious 
assertions and remarks against his Majesty ; 2d, Asainsthis Royal 
Highness the Prince Regent ; and 3d, Against the House of Com- 
mons and the courts of justice. You could not have charged 
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sediUoQ at large. You hate dooe it ntkibt tbree kcttds ; 
you must keep to these heads. 

Lord Gillies.— I coiieur in the oomioii which has been given. 
As to the battle of Waterloo, I should think it stranse to find any 
difference among people in this country about it ; but whaterer 
the prisoner's opinion may be as to that victoryi there iQ nothing 
relative to it in the indictment. The secUtion first charged re-* 
gards his Majesty, then a charge is made regarding his 
Eoyal Highness the Prince Regent,— -that the prisoner used the 
expressions libelled> or some of similar import. Has the battle 
of Waterloo any connection with these charges > Then it is sta- 
ted in the jndictmenty that the pannel seditiously asserted that 
the House of Commons was corrupt: that the members thereof 
were thieves and robbers ; that seats in 4ihe said House of Pariia- 
ment were sold like bullocks in a market, — or that he used^expres- 
sions of similar import. What has the battle of Waterloo to do 
with this charge ? The same observation applies, in considering 
the remaining charge, which represents the pannel as having as- 
serted that^the subjects of his Majesty were condemned wiuiout 
trial, and without evidence. None of his Majesty's subjects were 
brought to any other trial at the battle of Waterloo dian that of 
skill and valour,-— a trial which they passed triumphantly. 

Lord PiTMiLLY.-^I am of the same opinion with the Judges 
who have spoken. 

Lord Justice-Cl£RK.-^I am also of the same opinion, I ain^ 
not giving an opinion on the point, whether, if the indictment 
had charged, that the sermon contained passages, manl^ting 
generally the disaffected and seditious sentiments of the pannel,' 
such a question as that put for the crown would or would not have 
been relevant. Here the general charge is sedition; but par- 
ticulars are condescended on, of such a kind as do not allow the 
going into such questions as that objected to, regarding the battle 
of Waterloo. I have beard that tqere is an individual, whom £ 
need not mention, who thinks that the Duke of Wellington has no, 
merit whatever in anv of his campaigns or the battles which be has 
fought, — but could tnis individual, for such singularity of think* 
ing, be charged with sedition, such as is imputed to this pannel ? 

Mr Maconochie. — Q. Vou said, that in speakins of tlie King 
and the Prince, he made a simile between them and Nebuchad- 
nezzar and Belshazzar,— did he say any thing else as to the King, 
personally ?— A. He said, that, in his opinioui a common execu- 
tioner has a more honourable situation than a King, as an execu- 
tioner is guilty of taking only a few lives in the course of a year^ 
whereas a King takes thousands. 

Q. Did he say any thing about Bacchus ?-~A. He said Uie 
Prince was a worshipper of^acchus. 

Court.— Q. What did he cdl him,*^ow did he designate 
him ? — A. 1 think the terms used were,-^im and his Bacchana* 
lian Court. I do not remember particdarly in what way the t^m 
was used. 

Mr Maconochie. — ^Q. Did he say any thing id>ottt the Prince 
and Belshazzar ?— »A. I do not remember. 



Q. Dkl hii ssjr liny diiiig iribdat thieres and robbers i — A. I d« 
not remember. 

Q. Wae be very ▼i<^eiit, or did he speak with greac composure ? 
-—A. He spoke uacommoniy ^uiek^-^-sa fast indeed that I coidd 
not take up what he said. 

Q. Are yeu oae i^ Mr Douglas'^ hearers ?<^A. No. 
tIKii What took you to bear him?-^A. I had heard that he 
preached uiilreysal redemptkm for mankind^ and I wanted to hear 
him on Aat svliject. 

Mr DuuMMOVB.-'— Q. Y^u ^^ ^^, ^^^^w a simile between those 
personages in the Old Testament and the King and the Prince 
Regent. Is thac to say that he compared the King and the Prince 
llegent to them ? — ^A. Ves. 

Q. in what respeet did he say they resembled one another I — 
A^ 'He said the Kiag'^* iiiftnilty remlered him incapable of dis* 
charging his duty, as Kebuch'adnezzar was thrown from the so- 
ciety xifmeni. 

Q. Did he giyre any l>easmf 16f stating this ? — A. I do not re« 
member ; but it; wae » that manner he enlarged in the discourse. 

Q% What cwmilUsioa did he d^aw^— for what purpose did he 
state wliat ydu hmflt mentioned ?*.*A. I eannot recollect. 

Q. How did he make out that the two were like one another ? 
-#-A. i hanre mentUmed that already. Nebuchadnezzar had been 
driven firom tbeeooiety of ffien ; and they both had been driven 
fma the society W me A« 

Q. Did he say why they had been driven ?— A. I said he spoke 
8o fnt^ I couU not hear the Mh part of what he said. 
' Q. Gime me tibe fifth part, and I shall be satisfied.-^A. I can- 
not proceed farther as to what he said ; for I do not now remem- 
ber, or did not follow him at the tone. 

Q. Did he give^ or not pite, the reason, why Nebuchadnezzar 
was drtven from the society 0f men ?.^A. I do not remember 
irhetber he did or not. 

Q. Did he give any reason why the King was driven from the 
society of men ? I desire you to recollect, and to state what you 
know about that>^A. It was in making a simile between the 
common executioner, and the King being the instrument of ta- 
king so many lives. He said God had punished him for his un- 
just doings towards the nation. 

Q. You said something about an executioner ; what was that ^ 
-*-A. 1 told that deliberately. He said, the situation of an exe- 
cutioner was honourri»le compared with that of a king. 

Q. Whom did you understand by hifHy when the pannel spoke of 
unjust doings, — Nebuchadnezzar or the King ? — A, With regard 
to God punishing bim'i I nnderstood he meant George the Third. 

Q. He compared the Prince Regent to Belshazzar > — A. Yes. 

Q. In what particulars, did he say, they resembled one ano- 
ther?-— A. In comparing the two, he said, that, although Bel- 
shazzar had seen tiis father thrown fron^ the society of men, and 
made to eat with the beasts of the field, he drank out of vessels 
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ff^rbidden»"-«^nd the f^rince Regent was in the Mupe manner/ not 
lending an ear to the prayers and supplicationa of his people* 

Q. And did he say what was tq happen to him from not lend- 
ing an ear to theip r--.A» Yes^ that God would undoubtedly pu* 
nish him for it afterwards. 

Q. You said that he recommended petitioning ?— •A. Yes. 

Q. For what ? — A. For a Reform in Parliament. 4| 

Q. And what did he recommend to be done in order to pro- 
inote the petitions ?«— A. He said^ that by petitioning, and peti* 
tioningy and petitioning again, and agaip, and again, their peti* 
tions would perhaps l^e heard and granted. 

Q. Do you remember any thing else he said about it ?*— A. No, 
I do not remember any thing else just now. 

Q. Did he take any illustration from the Scriptures to explaia 
how they should prpciet^d upQii that occasion i A. I do not re- 
member. 

Q. Did he say what they should do in case of their petition^ 
not bc;ing listened to }-tA. I do not remember. 

Q. i wish you would try.— A. I cannot recollect. 

Q. Did he say any thing about the Hqus^ of Commons ?-— A* 
He. spoke of corruption haying crept in among them, in his 
pr^ers, sei:mpn and lecture* 

' Q. Then he repeated at different times that corruption had 
df ept in fimpng them ? — Did he giye any example of the corrup- 
tion ? Did he particularize any measure as an illustration of cor* 
rpption i — A. I do not remember. 

Q. Did he say any thing about the suspension of the Habeag 
Corpus act ? — A. lie mentioned his not approying of it> b^i I 
do not remember ^h^t he said. 

Q. I wish to ask you, if the general nature of the prayer and 
sermon was religious or political ?•— A. PoliticaK 

Q. And what was the general political tendency of the dis* 
course ? (This question was objected to, ai\d Mr Drummond saki 
he had no wish to press it*} 

Cros^'examine^ ky Mr Jeffrey. 

Q. Y'ou mentioned, Mr Gollan, that you went there chiefly to 
hear his opinion upon a particular point ?— A. Yes. 

Q. Had you heard any thing particular about his political opi- 
nions ? — A. Yes. There was a general talk about him. 

Q. Had you been desired by any one to go to hear his political 
opinions ? — A. No. I went of my own free will. 

Q. Are you sure of that ?— A. Yes. 

Q. He spoke quickly ? — A. Yes. 

Q. Was thei:e any thing else ]^articular in his mode of speaks 
ing ? — A. He spoke somewhat with a Highland accent* It was 
not easy to understand him. / 

Q. You were there once or twice ?— A. I was there three times, 
but only heard him twice* 
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t). Which time did you hear him deliver a lecture from ba« 
liiel ?*^A. Both times. 

Q. And what you said of his remarks apply to some remarks 
by him at the one, and to some made at the other meeting ?-^A. 
To his remarks on both occasions. 

Q. Some of them were then made t#ice Over ?^^A. Yes. 



James WadbIsll sworn.'^Examined.by Mr MACoNocHXfi. 

Q. Where do you live?— ^A. In the Gallowgate. 

Q. Whit is your profession ? — A. I am a surffeon. 

Q. Did you ever go to hear the prisoner at the bar preach i — 
A. I did. 

Q. Do you remember when that was f — A. I am not perfectly 
certain ; but I think last February. 

Q*. What was your reason for goin^ there ? — A. I w^nt from 
motives of curiosity. 

Q. Did any thing particular strike you in the course of Mr 
Douglas's discourse ? — A. It was altogether novel. 
"' Q. What wi^s hew in it? — A. To discuss politics when preach- 
ing the gt>spcl. 

Q. Was he very violent ? — A. Occasionally. 

,Q. Tell what he said.-^A. I cannot do that. 

Q. Such parts as you remember struck you.— A. The imj5res- 
j^idn left on my mihd is» that he drew a parallel between Nebu- 
chadnezzar and our King, and Belshazzar and the Prince Re- 
iSfent. 

Q. Do you remember any thing more ? — A. Nothing strikes 
Me at present except a fbw of the woi^ds he used. 

Q. Tell them if you plealse. 

Court. — We want to know what he 6aid in the drawing of the 

BiraireU-^A. One thing he said, that strikes ihe just now, is that 
ebuchadnezzar for his sins was driveh from his throbe ; and the 
Impression made on my mind is, that he said our I^ing was de- 
prived of his reason for his sins and crimes. 

Court. — It is not so much your impression, as his words, if 
{possible, that we wish you to tell us. 

Mr Maconochie.-^-^. Did he say in express words that our 
Monarch had been driven from his throne ? — ^A. I can only say 
that was my impression. I cantiot remember the exact words. 

Q. Was that the meaning of the words he used ?— A. I did not 
say so. It is the meaning that I attached to them. 
■ Q. Had you any doubt that that was his meaning at the time! 
—>A. I had no doubt at the time. 

Solicitor-Gekeral. — ^Q, Will you proceed to state, whether 
be spoke of any thing else in the course of your hearing him ; 
and state it to the Jury ? — A. I cannot recollect just now, — my 
memory does not serve me. There was such a confusion and 
bustle, and he spoke so fast, that it yrss only from a few w)9rds I 
could gather what he ssfid. 
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. Mr Macovochis. — Q. Do you remember whetherhe said any 
thing about the King of France ? — ^A. Yes. 

Q, State what your recollectioo is. — »A. He said that the Bri- 
tish had forced a King upon France against the wishes of the 
^people. That is the only tiling I can recollect at present, but I 
did not pay much attention to it. 

Q. Did he say any thing about Lewis XVI ? — A. Not that I 
vemember at present. 

Q. Do you recollect imy expressions that he used in drawing 
the comparison between the Prince Regent and Belshazzar ? — 
A. I do not remember -the expressions. - 

Q. State them as near as you can recollect them. — ^A« He 
said, that the night before the taking and destruction oF Babylon, 
Belshazzar and nis counsellors were rioting and dritiking^ and 
that the Prince Regent held his meetings of the same kind|-— «n3 
he added, that like causes always produced lik^ ^&cts. . 

Q. Do you remember of his saying any thing of the Suspension 
of the Habeas Corpus act ? — A. He mentioned it. 

Q, What did he say ? — A- That it is a deprivation of tht liber- 
ties of the people; 

Q. Did he say any thing of the people who got it passed ?-A 
A. He did ; but I do not remember what he said. I do not re^ 
member the expressions. 

Q. Do you remember the substance? — A* I could not say* 
lie said it was an oppressive and unjust measure. 

Q. Did he say any thing about their meeting with punishndent 
for getting it passed ? — A. I do not remember. 

Q. Do you remember of his applying any other epithet to the 
Prince Regent ? — A. I do not at present, 

Q. Do you remember his ^a^ing any thing of Parliament, oir 
the House of Commons ? — A. i could not give a precise answer.' 

Q. Do you remember the substance ? — A. I do not. 

Solicitor-General. — Q. When .you say you do not remem* 
ber, do you mean that you do not remember the expressions, or 
that you do not remember the substance ? — A. I could not say 
with certainty that I do remember the substance. 

Q. Do you remember his saying any thing about a gibbet ? — 
A. No. 

Q. Did he say any thing about the Prince Regent being infa- 
tuated ? 

Mr Jeffrey. — I object to that question. 

Mr DAC7MM0ND.--^Under your Lordships* correction,'! submit 
that the question put by Mr Solicitor^sGeneral is perfectly proper, 
and that we are entitled to put it, otherwise the ex^mineftion is 
reduced at once to the single question, what did the pannelsay ? 

Mr Jeffrey.-*-! object to the question being put ; and I real- 
ly must take this opportunity of stating, that this examinatloa 
has been conducted m a way, from first to last, that.I never heard 
of before in this Court. They have all along been asking the 
witness, not what words he heard used, but what was his impressioni 
and his imagination of what Mr Douglas said. How would such.a 
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^Hceedlng^ lakud On 4 tiiti tormmier, or mf^^ABt fetofty f la 
answer to a question, ibe witness says he has a faint remembranoe; 
$uid he is then asked what his impression is ; to which he implies* 
that so long an intervid has elapsed, he tremembers little about it^ 
but has a vi^ue impression on the subject I object to the whole* 
strain of such an examination ; and I hope your Lordships will eK¥ 
press your disapprobation of the attempt to brijog chreumstancef to 
the mind of the witness ia ihis manner. When the question at issue 
hf whether an ittdividual used a particular expression, is it tolerabte 
that tliat very expression should be put in a question to the wit^ 
ness. With all its concomitants? They should have asked^ in a ge« 
neral way» whether the witness heard the jpaanel use any expres- 
sions derogatory to the Prince Regent. To attempt^ in the way 
now done^ to state in a question to the witness the very words 
cbat^ged agaiiMt the pannet^ cannot be allowed. They might as well 
read over to the witness the whole discourse at once, and then 
aak him if lie remembers this sentence, or this i>aragraph, or this 
discourse. They are not entitled to proceed in tois way. The gCi* 
neral question which may be put to the witness is. What did you 
hear the pannel say ? or. Do you remember hearing him say any 
^ing relating to such and such a matter i But in an examination 
in chief they are not entitlied to take up their precognition, and 
proceed in the manner now attempted. The witnesses come 
with a knowledge that tliere is a precognition ; and they feel them- 
selves in some degree held down to .a statement which they know 
to be in the possession -of the Crown Counsel* I say that you are 
not entided to put your own words ittfo the mouth of a witness ; 
but that ^ou must finst put questions generally, and cannot put 
in a question, m this wiay, the very words which are libelled. 

Lord Justicb- Clerk*'— In reference to the examination of 
witnesses, I wish that each examination should he followed out 
by only one counsel. The examiQation of the same witness by 
several counsel tends to introduce an obscurity into the examina- 
tion that may easily be avotdecL And 1 apprehend, that the rule 
of law is clear, that in examining a witness, a general question 
should first be put as to his recoUeceion df anFy part of the speech 
or disjconrse : and when he answers that he does not remember 
particularly, it is then competent to ask him. whether he beard 
such an observation or expression employed. 

Lord GjLLnss*-— I concur with what your Lordship has said, 
and would particularly press the propriety of only one counsel for 
o«(ch party examining a witness. General questions should first 
be put to a witness ; and it is wrong to start at once from the mid- 
die of afi examination as to •one point to any other point; to go, 
for instance, all at once from the Habeas X>)rpus act to the que* 
stion, whether the pannel said the Prince Regent was infatuated* 

Mr Maconoghiis. — ^Q. Do yott remember Mr Dou^s using 
any expression relative to the Pfince .Regont. bemg infatuated f 
— A. I cannot say with ei^rtainty. 

Q. You said you remember Mr Douglas having mentioned the 
Habeas Corpus a,ct,-^Do you remenftber wbelbev he said any pu- 
nishment awaited tbe perso09 who Jxad icurried tbiu ac^ through f 
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L. I cannoC say with ceitaintyy either. The idlpression is imt 
strong enough upon my mind to enable me to remember so long. 

Q. I ask you generally, do you remember whether he said any 
thing at all about the House of Commons ?*— A. He did. 

Q. Do you remember what he said ? — A. I do not with cer* 

tainty. 

Solicitoii-General. — Q. When you say you do not remem^* 
ber with certainty, do you mean that you do not remember the 
particular words, or the substance of what the pannel said ? — A^ 
1 only remember the impression made on ray mind. It is, that 
the Members of the House of Commons are unjust and corrupt* 

Q. Have you the least doubt of that impression having beeft 
made on your mind at the time ? — A. Not tne least. 

Lord Justice-Clerk.-^. It is not as to your impression we 
ask you ; but, did you hear him use words which plainly, distinct- 
ly and unequivocally meant that he was charging the House of 
Commons, or any part of the Legislature, with being unjust or 
corrupt ? It is not the general scope of the discourse, or your im* 
pression, we ask ; but whether you heard words to that efiect ^— ^ 
A. What he said had that effect or impression upon me. I d^^ 
not remember the words. 

Q. Are we to understand that you do not remember his using 
the words unjust or corrupt? — A. I do not remember these 
words ; but from what he said, I have mentioned my opinion. 

Solicitor-General. — Q. Have you then any doubt fromf 
what he said that such was his meanmg? — A. None. 

JuRY.-^You have mentioned your impression,— •-You do not 
remember what were the words ?--*A. I do not remember.- 

Q^ Was it on a Sunday evening you heard the sermon ?— A* 
Yes, some time betwixt six and nine o^clock^ 

Q. You do not recollect the exact day of the month ? — A. No; 

LoR]^ JusTiCE-CLERKt— ~Q. Did he lecture or preach? — A^ 
He lectured. 

Q. Do yon remember upon what part of Scripture ?*— A. On a 
passage in Daniel. 

Q. What chapter ? — A. I do not remember. 

Q. You are not sure upon what chapter he lectured. — Was this 
wheuyou heard about Nebuchadnezzar and Belshazzar ? — A. la 
was, my Lord. 

Q. Let me ask you this question, for the satisfaction of the Jar3r 
and the Court, — You heard him likewise pray ?: — A. Ves. 

Q. Was there any resumption in the prayer of any part of the 
lecture ?-^A. Occasionally he did so resume. 

Q. Have you any recollection of any particular prayer he made 
upon that occasion ?-^A. I have no recollection of the precise 
words. 

Q. Did you go ofVen to hear htm ? — I went four times at least. 

Q. Was this the first or last, or any of the intermediate timee 
of which you have spoken ? — A. He was always upon the same 
subject. 

Q. Are we to understand there was the same parallel drawft 
Itpon theje several occasions ?<-^A. There was. 
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^ Ar6 we to tindentand this was on four different Stmdiysf 
-tA. Yes* I am not certain of the precise period, but it was all 
about the same time* 



Alexandeb Tatlor swom^— Examined by Mr Drummoni>. 

Q. Are you a town*officer at Glaseow ?— A. I am. 

Q. Do you know that man ? — A. I do. 

Q. Did you go to hear him preach last winter?— ^A. Repeat- 
edly. • ' 

Q. What month ?-^A. I think February. 

Q. How often did you go ?-— A. I was sent expressly twice. 

Q. Both times in February ?— A. I think they were : it is a 
considerable time since, and l could not be very positive. 

Q. What did he preach about? — A. He gave out a text like 
other clergymen from a pulpit, from Daniel. 

Q. What about ? Do you remember any thing generally of the 
nature of the text?— A. I remember nothing, of the text itself. 
It was scarce repeated by him again after he gave it out 

Q. Do you remember any parts of the sermon or lecture ? Did 
any thing particular strike your memory ? — A. I recollect he said, 
ihat seats m the House of Commons were sold like bullocks in a 
market. 

Q. Did he say any thing more about the House of Commons^ 
or the members of it ?— A. He said they were greatly subject to 
corruption, and words to that effect. 

Q. JDo you remember any more of the words ?-^A* I remem- 
ber he represented Great Britain at present as the modern Babylon. 

Q. How did he make that out?— A. He endeavoured to prove 
it the best way he could. He hoped the happy period was come 
of the downfall of Uie modem Babylon. 

Q. Do you remember any thing more ?*^A. He recommended 
to his hearers to pray very earnestlyy^that God would put it into 
the hearts of his Majesty the King, and of the Prince Regent, to 
turn their attention to the cries of the people. And he said, that 
a good prayer would have more effect than ten thousand armed 
men. 

Q. Well, Sir, do you remember anything more?— A. I re- 
member him speaking much of the ancient John Knox. He 
quoted him repeatedly from the pulpit. 

Q. For what did he quote him? — A. As an exemplary ctha- 
racter of his time, and he recommended him to the notice of his 
bearers. 

Q. Did he say any thing of the Kin^ and the Prince Regent > 
— i-A. Yes, 1 thought he spoke rather disrespectfully of them. 

Q. What did he say of them ?— A. Of the Prince Regent, in 
particular, he said that he was a man be did not think behaved 
well somehow. 

Q. Did he say what was done that was wrong ? Did he find any 

B 
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parltcukr fiiult ?— A. HeMemed to do so ; but I lunre forgot the 
particular words Mr Douglas used» from the lapse of time. 

Q. Do you remember the substance of what he said ?— A. He 
drew a simile between Uie Recent and Nebuchadnezzar. 

Q. How did he compare them ? In what did he sav thev re- 
sembled one another ?— A. He drew a very strong simile. Nebu- 
chadnezzar was driven from the presence and society of men to 
feed with the bullocks of the field. He drew a disrespectful simile 

between them. 

Q. Did he say the Prince Regent was driven from the society 
of men ? — A. No» he did not. 

Q. What did he say ?— ^. I forget the precise words. There 
was a declaration in which I noticed parts of his discourse* but it 

was given away. 
Q. Did he say any thing more about the Kmg i — A. Yes» he 

did. 

Q. What was it ? — ^A. He 8p9ke in a manner as if he justly de- 
served the vengeance of God and his wrath. 

Q. Who deserved that ?— A. Kings in general, pointing to the 

kings of Europe. 

Q. Did he say any thing about the late King of France ? — 
A. I cannot say I remember he did so. 

Q. Did he say any thing about the manner in which the law 
of the country is administered? — A.^ He did not seem to relish 
the present mode of the administration of the law, from what he 

said. 

Q. What did he say ?— A. He said that there is such a cor* 
ruption of the Houses of Parliament, that the law is not admini* 
stered with equity and justice. 

Q. Did he use any epithets of contemnt or disrespect more 
than what you have said ?-n.A. I recollect he certainly did so. 

Q. What were the words ?— A. I know the words were taken 
down in my declaration ; but I have rather foreotten them. 

Q. Do you remember none of them, at all i what was the im- 
ture of them ?-— A. They wcire disrespectful, but I cannot name 
them now. 

JoHK MAc^ALLimi swom.-^Examined by Mr Macqnochie. 

Q. Do you know the prisoner at the bar ?— -A. I do. 

Q. Did you ever go and hear him preach ?-*~A« I was ordered 
by the Magistrates of Glasgow to hear him two Sundays succes- 
sively. 

Q. Did you go ?— Yes, to John Street. 

Q. What time was thb ?— A. In the month of March ; it might 
be before or after, £ am not very certain. 

^ Q. Do you remember the text from which he preached ?-— A, 
I remember the subject, but the chapter has escaped me. 

Q. What was the subject ?«^A. On the impious feast of Belshaz- 
zar. 
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Q. Do yott remember any comparisons he made ?*^A. I have 
mentionea in my declaration—— 

Court.--- You are only to tell us what you recollect of these 
two preachings— A. WeU, I will do justice to my own consdence» 
and the subject also* 

Mr MAcoKociriE. —Tell what you remember— A. There is 
very little that I do remember. > 

Q. Tell what it is.— A. He hinted or spoke to the import, that 
Britain is the mystical Babylon mentioned in Scripture. 

Q. Did he draw a comparison between the two P--A. I do not 
remember. . . 

Court. — ^Do you remember of his saying any thing of them 
together f— A. He just made a comparison, saying Britain is the 
mystical Babylon mentioned in the Scripture. 

Mr Maconochib. - Did he say any thmff about the King or the 
Prince ? — A. As fkr as I recollect, he made observations as to the 
King, and said,, of all rulers ivho follow the conduct of Bekhaz-^ 
sar, that their fate would be the same. I do not remember that 
be made any more particular allusion to our rulers, than to those 
of any other nation of the present time. . 

Court. — You say he made no particular allusion, but spoke on*' 
ly of kings and rulers in general. - Yes, my Lord. 

Mr iVlACONOCBiE.-*Did he mention the King or the Prince Re-» 
gent upon any of these occasions f - A. With regard to the King 
and the Prince Regent, he did not name them but in this way. 
In speaking of Nebuchadnezzar and Belshazzar, he mentioned the 
conduct or Belshazzar, in forgetting the judgment of God upon 
Nebuchadnezzar. He mentioned that Daniel addressed Belshaz- 
zar to the efiect, that notwiUistahding the judgment of God upon 
Nebuchadnezzar, yet Belshazzar did not mend his ways. And be 
aaid, that notwithstanding the Prince Regent saw the .state of fais 
father for these seven years, he did not mend his ways ; or Words 
to that import. 

Q. Did Mr Douglas, upon either of these occasions, mention 
the House of Commons i — A. He made some remiu*ks Upon the 
House of Commons ; but to what extent, or what he .said» I 
could not positively enter into, i cannot say I can recollect now. 
At the time, I may have had more remembrance. 

Q. Do you remember the substance of what he said about the 
House of Commons ? — A. Upon that head, I do not wish to say 
any thing, as I am not tefe to do it 

Q. Do you remember his mentioning the Habeas Corpus Act t 
— A. I remember it. sounded in my ears as if he mentioned it, but 
I could not take up what he said about it. 

Q. Do you remember whether Mr Douglas said any thing 
about the administration of justice in the country ?— A. I remem- 
ber something of his remarks on our courts of judicature. 

Q. What did he say ? — A. There was something he was not sa- 
tisfied with ; their procedui was not wha^t he. would recommend. 
He said that the Courts condemned some of the reformers without 
judges or jury ; Ihat is to say^ without sufficient evidence, which 
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ttie Scriptur60 demand^ tiiat in the moutht oTtWo or three Wit« 
netsei every thing should be ettabltthed. 

Q. Did he say any thing about the judges in the time of pur 
Saviour ?«^A. i wisn to make a remark^ in order to do justice to 
both sides of the question* He 8aid> that» in the time of Com- 
waliis in IreUnd^ a serjeant was cOnd6niiied» upon the testimony 
of one witness, for keeping company with United Irishmen ; that 
it actually happened that the man had retired to a private place 
for devotion, at the time when he was accused of being with the 
United Irishmen i and he said that Comwallis got the man off, af- 
ter being condemned. 

Q. I ask you, whether he made any observations on the judges 
in the time of our Saviour ? Did he make any comparison between 
them and the present judges of this dountry }*^A. It foUowec^ if 
not immediately, in some portion of the lecture or discourse* He 
said, the judges of this country are worse than the jndges in the 
time of our Saviour ; for they did not condemn persons without 
a competent number of witnesses, granting they were false wit- 
nesses. 

Q. Repeat this. — A. He said that the judges in our day are 
worse than die jtidges in the time of our Saviour, in this respect, 
that they do not find sufficient witnesses to condemn those that 
are considered guilty. He said that they are worse than the Jews 
who condemned our Saviour,-that the Jewish judges found a com- 
petent number of witnesses, allowing them tp have been false wit- 



Q. Did this remark allode to the witnesses in the court-martial 
you spoke off or in the trials of reformers ^— A.. I could not saj« 

Q, Do you remember his saying any thing about the vessel of 
the state?'— A. He considered that, if it be not conducted in a 
better way, and unless committed to a skilful pilot, it would not 
reach the shore in safety. 

Q. Do you remember his making use of the word millennium ^ 
—A. Yes, I think so. 

Q. What did he say ?*-A. This age is the millennium of cor- 
ruption. 

Q. Do you remember what he said unmediately after that ?— 
A. I am not able to say. 



Matthew Lowson swom.«^! 



by Mr Drummond. 

Q. Do you know that man at the bar ?— A* Yes, I do. 

Q. Mr Douglas ?— A. Tes» 

Q. Do you remember going to hear him preach ?-^A. Some- 
times in April or March. 

Q. Was there a week or a month between the tunes ?— A. A 
week or two, more or less. 

Q. How often?— A. I think three times altogetiier. 

Q. Did he preach from the same text ?— ^A. I remember none 
•f his texts but one, about the handwriting on the wall. 
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Q. Was there a great crowd ?— A. There was a very full house' 

Q. Was die congregation of the lower ranks of the people?-^ 
A. I do not know. They were all very well dressed. I cannot tell 
high from low at these timesy at least on Sundajrs. 

Q. Do yoa remember what he was preaching about ?— A. I 
remember he said that Nebudiadnezzar was £i?en from the 
society of men among the beasts of the field, but repented, and 
glorified God ; and tluit Belshazzar took no warning firom his fate ; 
Siat the Kins b driven from Uie society of men, but not to tiiat of 
beasts, and that the Prince Regent takes no waming4rom the cir- 
cumstance. 

Q. Have you a distinct recollection of these words i — A. Quite 
distinct. 

Q. You said somediing more of that land?--' A. I could not al« 
ways distinguish what he said* He spoke as if he was short of the 
tongue. He got into a rapture sometimes, and his voice after^ 
wards fell low ; and until he recovered his breath I could not hear 
him. 

Q. He was very animated i — ^A. Yes. 

Q. Did he say an^ thing about the House of Commons ?— A. I 
remember his speaking a&ttt a corrupt Hoyse ; 1 remember his 
speaking about that. 

Court. — ^Do you mean to say he called the House of Com- 
mons a corrupt House ?— A. Yes. 

Q. Do yi)u remember any thing he said about it? — ^A. Not 
that I remember of. He prayed heartilv for the King and the 
Prince ; that the Lord ought change the hearts of his evil coun- 
sellors, and place righteous men in their stead. 

Q. Did he say any thing about the House of Commons? — 
A. That it is a corrupt House, and should be reformed. 

Q. Any thing more ? — ^A. 1 do not remember. 

Q. Do jovL remember the psalm upon that occasion ?-^ A. I 
remember it was the second psiilm. He comm^ated on the lines 
as he read them. 




Hugh PATBRsoNSwom«— Examined, by Mr Drumiiond. 

Q. Do you remember going to hear Mr Douglas preach ?— • 
A» xes. 

Q. On Sunday evening ? — A. Yes. 

Q. At what date ? — A. I do not remember the date. 

Q. In the month of March? — ^Sither the month of March or 
latter end of February. 

Q. More than once ?— A. Yes. 

Q. How often?— A. Twice. 

Q, What did he preach from ?— A. From Daniel. 

Q. Do you remember any part of what he said ?— A. Some 
words. 



Q. What were they ! Do yon remember his wring my thing 
ilbout the Prince R^ent ?— A. Ye*, I recollect of that. 

Q. Was it in his prayer or sermon he spoke of the Regent ?^ 
A. I think I remember tbat he mentioned the Regent in liis prayer. 
He iroi praying to his Maker to turn his heart, that he might dis- 
miss his corrupt Court, and place in their stead better men, who 
would take better charge of the Prince. 

(j. Did he apply any disrespectful expressions to the Prince 
Regent i — A. Xo the best of my recollection, he called him a 
bewitched, or poor wretched Prince, or some such expresaioo. 

Q. What else did he say about him ?— A. There waa little more 
in the prayer tbat I recollect. 

Q. Was there any thing about him in the sermon ?— A. Yes, 
I think there was. 

Q. And what was in the sermon ?— A. He was speaking about 
not taking a warning from his ftther's &te. 

Q. What did he say would happen to htm if he did not take a 
warning from his father's fate i — A. 1 do not recollect it at pre- 
sent. 

Q. Did he say any thing about Nebuchadnezzar ?— A. Yes. 

Q. What about himj — A. That Nebuchadneezar was driven 
from the society of men, and suffered much fram the different 
eins that he had committed. 

Q. Did he make any comparison to Kebuchadnezzar ? -^ 
A. Yes, that our King had been driven also from his sute and 
the society of men. 

Q. What more did he say about our Kingi Did he say why 
be had been driven from his state and from the society of men ! 
— A. Not that I remember. I did not fully understand the 
words which he used at the time. 

Q. Was there any thing about Belihazzar i — A. The Prince 
was compared widi Belshazzar, 

Q. By the pannel in his preaching i — A. Yes. 

Q. What point of resemblance did he find between them f— 
A. Belshazzar had polluted the vessels of the sanctuary or temple 
of Jerusalem, in drinking out of the vessels, he, and his Lords, 
and wives, and concubines, to the honour of idols. 

Q. How did he compare the Regent to him ?— A. Because he 
also had rioted, 

Q. Did he eay any thing about aiqr other Kingf — A- About 
the K^ of France. 

Q. lae late, or the present King of France i — A. Lewis the 
Sixteenth. 

Q. What of him ? — A. As fhr as I can recollect, or could un- 
derstand, he said that he was advised by his own Court, and the 
other Courts of Europe, against his own people. 

CoDitT. — What do you say i — A. That by following the advice 
of his counsellors, he lost his life, and is either in hell or purga- 
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iRUUMOXD.— Q. Did he connect such reflections wilho 
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King or Prince Regent?— A. Our Prince, he said, like the King 
of France, would not listen to the wishes of his people. 

Q. What wishes had the Prince not listened to ?— A. The voice 
of his people, or cries of poor petitioners who had petitioned 
him. / 

Court. — Do you mean to say upon oath, that though a com- 
parison was made between the Prince and Belshazzar, you can<» 
not state the points of comparison ? — ^A. I cannot come upon 
them at present. 



Joh:k Waddxll sworn. — Examined by Mr Maconochie. 

Q. Do you know the prisoner Douglas ?— A* I hare seen the 
gentleman several times. 

Q. Did you go hear him preach ? — ^A. Yes. 

Q. When ?— A. Ten or twelve weeks ago. 

Q. End of March ? — A. End of March, or begmning of April. 

Q. Did you go oflen ? — ^A. Three evenings. 

Q. Upon what subject or text did he preach.— A. The fifth 
chapter of Daniel. 

Q« All the three evenings upon the same chapter ? — ^A. The 
two first upon the same chapter, and upon the same text. I do 
not recollect particularly as to the third. 

Q. Did he say any thmg about the King, or the Prince Regent 
upon these occasions ? — A. I heard him speak of the Prince Ke« 
gent. There is an impression on my mind, that he said the Prince 
Regent is as fit for a gibbet as a throne* 

JuRT.-- -Did he say these, words, or do you think he meant 
them?— A. I thought he said so at the time; but there was a 
good deal of confusion, and he spoke very hurriedly. 

Q. Your impression is that he said them I. — ^A. I think he did. 

Court.— What do you mean by a good deal of confusion ?— - 
A. From the pressure of the people that were in the lobbyy or 
entrance to the seats. 

Cross-examined by Mr Jxffrxt. 

Q. Are you any relation to James Waddell ?— A. Brother.* 

Q. Was he with you upon these occasions ? •- A. No. 

Q. Do you refer in the answer which you have given above to 
the first or second night you heard Douglas ? — A. The first. 

Court. — Q. Were you constantly present from the time the 
service began ? — A. It was begun before I went in. 

Q. How long might you be there ?— -A. About an hour and a 
half, or twenty minutes. 

Q. Will you be so good as tell us if you recollect of any other 
passage either of his prayers or sermon but this that you men- 
tioned?— A. Nothing that struck me with any kind of force. 

Q. How did he treat of this fifth chapter ox Daniel ? — A. That 
is what I cannot exactly recapitulate. 

Q* Do you remember any thing that preceded or that followed 



these remarkable expressions that have beeKi given us ?-»*A. Re- 
lative to the Prince Regent ? 

Q. Yes.-— A. I did not hear the expressions previous to that. 

Q. Can you tell us what made him use such strong expres* 
sions ? — A. I thought I heard him utter them, but I did not hear 
what he said previously. 

Q. What followed i — A. I do not recollect indeed. 

Q. Are we to understand that you cannot tell any one thing 
he Said but what vou have mentioned ?— nA. Nothing else that he 
said that first night. 

Q. You say you went again ?— A. That night fortnight. 

Q. Do you recollect any thing h^ said that night fortnieht ?— 
A. Yes, 1 recollect he used the expressions, speaking; of the bat- 
tle of Waterloo, that some of those connected with it mi^ht con- 
sider it an honour, but for his part he would rather consider it as 
a disgrace. 

Q. Nothing; else, Sir ?— A. Nothinff. 

Q. How did he treat the chapter of Daniel that night ?— *A. I 
do not recollect any thing more thai) wba^ I have mentioned. I 
heard htm very inmstinctly, 

Q. Was that from the noise, or from his mode of speaking ? — t 
A. From the noise, and his mode of speaking, and from the pres- 
sure of the congregation. 

Q. When vou heard these remarkable expressions you hav($ 
spoken to, did you mention them to any one at the time ?r-A. Not 
at the time. 

Q. Not that night to any body i — ^A. To none that I recollect of. 

Q. When did you mention it ? — A. I could not exactly say. I 
heard such thines mentioned by others. There was just a gene- 
ral kind of speaking about him. 

Q. Whether did you, or when did you, n^ention the expressions 
to any body else ^ — A. i believe I have mentioned them ; but I 
do not remepiber when, or where, or to whom. 

The follQwing Declarations of the Pannel were then readi* 

•^ At Glasgo^t l&h March 1817. 

** In presence of Robert Hamilton, Esq. advocate, Sheriff- 
depute of Lanarkshire, compeared Ntel Douglas, univer- 
sahst preacher in Glasgow; who being examined, declares, 
That for the last eleven years he has been a preacher in Glas- 
gow, and during that period has had Sabbath evening lectures 
and sermons, which, ^r about the last five years, he ha6 de- 
livered in; the Andersonian Institution Class-Room, and his 
audience has been, particularly for the last seven or eij^ht 
months, very numerous and respectable c That his precentor's 
name is Nicxolson, who is employed in the warehouse of Mr Ro- 
bertson, a quaker, a manufacturer, in Commercial Buildings, Cao- 
dleri^gs : That M'Dowall Pate used occasionally to precent, and 
he did so Itftely, and he is not certain but he did so Ikst Sabbath : 
7'^at he keeps no copy of his sermons or lectures, but be preme- 
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AitflAeSy and, by the atsistance of notes/ endeavoun to adhere as 
dose as posnible ; and he is not conscious of having made any 
improper deviation from the object of his text : That for the last 
two years the deckrant in his evening sermons has commented or 
preached from the Book of Daniel ; and last Sabbath evening his 
text was in the latter part of the 5th chapter of the Book of Da- 
niel : That before he commenced the service, David Young, one 
of his deacons, informed him that three spies were supposed to 
be in the room ; That the declarant accordingly mentioned this 
to the audience, and nevertheless proceeded with the discourse : 
That the declarant had no notes orthat discourse, or of any other 
since his last illness : That James M*Ewen used to sit in the de- 
clarant^s meeting-house, but the declarant never heard from himr 
or any other of any secret association being formed, or means 
used ror procuring a reform in Parliament : 'Hiat at different times 
the declarant has published some little tracts, some of which treat 
of the politics and state and condition of the country ; and, in his 
evening. sermons, he, as circumstances suggest, has occasionally 
taken opportunity to animadvert upon these topics, but he never 
did so with any invidious intention : That in some of his late dis- 
courses he spoke of a cloud which hung over this countir, and 
would soon burst ; by which he meant nothing more, than the mi- 
sery and wretched state of the community from want, as also the 
great progress of infidelity ; and he prayed that it might not be 
allowed Id burst : That tlie declarant prayed for the Frince Re- 
gent, and that be might profit by the uBictions of his father; but 
he does not recollect of having said, that notwithstanding of 
what the Prince had seen of his father for these seven years past 
he had not amended his ways : That in this discourse he did not 
«ay that seats were sold in the House of Commons as merchan- 
dise^ or that there was a great deal of corruption in that house, 
or that several members of it were thieves and plunderers, and 
divided the spoil of their rich neighbours among them ; but he re- 
collects thanking God that there were still some members in our 
senate who dignified their owa character in maintaining the rights 
of the people : That he took occasion to express his disappr^vS of 
the suspension of the Habeas Corpus Act, as a measure by which 
the accused Wi6re deprived of the means of their own vindication; 
but he does not recollect of saying that the country had been con- 
demned without witnesses, judge or jury ; and the declarant is still 
of opinion that Parliament never acted so imprudently as passing 
such an act on an occasion when the minds of the people were 
so aggravated : That the declarant did identify Britain with the 
mystical Babylon mentioned in the 18th chapter of the Revela- 
tions ; and he is not singular in this, as many commentators think 
with him that Britain, not Rome, which last was not^ a maritime 
nation, is meant by the Babylon there mentioned ; That when 
speaking of the Habeas Corpus Act being suspended, he obser- 
ved, that bad as the Jews were, they did not condemn our Sa«> 
viour without a fcM'm of trial ; but he does not recoHect of saying 
any thing by way of contrast as to the present execution of the 
law since the passing of this act : That in this discourse he did 
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not condemn the expedition'to Holland; That he ddes net consi- 
der that the battle of Waterloo was a^ matter of rejoicuiff, but on 
the contrary, and he belieyes he did say no. Denies that he spoke 
any thing of the profligacy of our rulers, of the unjust administra- 
tion of the laws, of a laxness in the administration, or Aat he called 
the members of the House of Commons thieves or plunderers* 

(Signed) ** Nibl Douglas. 

<* R. Hamiltow. 

The above examination adjourned till Monday next the 17th 
current, at eleven o'clock forenoon, when Mr Douglas is re<* 
quired to attend. 

« At Gla^m, 17M March 1817. 
«< In presence of Robert HAkiLxoM, Esq. advocate, She- 
riff*depute of Lanarkshire, compeared Nikl Douglas, and 
the foregoing declaration bein^ read over to him, he begs leave 
to make the following corrections on it : That he is sixty-seven 
years of ase, and has been a preacher twelve years in Glas- 
gow ; for the eight last of these the congregation has been as- 
sembled in the Andersonian Institution -Room : That instead 
of David Young saying that the persons were spies, he said 
there were three persons suspected to be spies ; and with these 
corrections he adheres to his tormer declaration. Declares, That 
in reading a passage in the 27th chapter of Ezekiel, where it 
mentions that the ** rowers have brought us into deep waters,'' the 
declarant expressed a wish and prayer that our rulers might not 
^e allowed to row the vessel of state into deep waters, and left 
to perish between the straits ; and if so, he prayed that a great- 
er than man might be a pilot to a safe haven. On farther recol- 
lection he did not on this occasion mention the rulers of the 
nation : That in his discourse he animadverted on the impro- 
priety of this nation's conduct in regard to the late wars, and in 
the support which they had thereby given to the Bourbon family, 
and to idolatrv : That he never recollects of sfiying that the 
present period was the millennium of corruption. And being 
interrogated. What reason and view he has in animadverting 
so often on political matters and the measures of Grovernment in 
his sermons and comments on scripture, and particularly when 
the same are addressed to the lower orders of the people, and at 
a period when he confesses they are at present suTOring from 
want ? declares, That he does not comment often upon the said 
subjects ; but when in his discourses they come upon him, he can- 
not restrain expressing the spirit of God. And being interroga- 
ted. How he expects to remedy the abuses he complains of by 
harangues to his hearers, instead of addressing and admonishing 
those persons with whose actions he is displeased ? declares. That 
when expounding the Scripture, he has felt it his duty to point 
out to the people those measures of the Government of his country 
which he has seen, for this some time back, to be drawing down 
the vengeance of heaven upon this country, which measures he 
has observed for some years to have been followed by our Go- 
vernment, and the suspension of the Habeas Corpus Act is a 
crowning one, and as such he has held it. And the following he 
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bf gs may be taken down at part of his declaration, and that it 
may reach the ears of the rulers of this nation : That his Royal 
Highness has more to apprehend from the measures of his official 
servants than from the madness of his people ; which expression, 
as to the madness of the people, is used in the prayers of the 
Church of England as to the recent escape of his Royai Highness, 
as the declarant thinks with great impropriety, but he never mad^ 
this declaration in public : That the declarant has published dif- 
ferent little tracts, and, among others, one entitled, ** Causes of 
our Public Calamity ;'^ another, entitled, ** The Baptist ;'^ and a 
third, entitled, *^ A Word in Season," each of which the decla- 
rant got printed, and a few of each of the copies have been at dif- 
ferent times sold by the doorkeeper of the meeting-house afler 
sermons ; and to the said productions there is now affixed a sealed 
label, which is deque ted and subscribed by the declarant, sheri£P- 
examinator, and clerk, as relative hereto : That of these publica- 
tions there were about five hundred printed, and there might be 
forty copies at the least sold of them, but cf the precise numbei' 
he cannot be certain : That the name of the doorkeeper, to 
whom the declarant has given his tracts to be sold, is Samuel 
Gourlie, a weaver in the Westergate of Glasgow. ' Declares, That 
lie has frequently inculcated on his hearers, and declared in public, 
that no man who had the fear of God would be concerned in the 
pulling down of one government and setting up another, and 
that those who did so were destitute of the fear of God ; and 
. that SQ far from approving any violent measures to oppose our 
rulers, or compel the Legislature to adopt any popular measure, 
he is convinced in his conscience that Christianity condemns all 
wars iK^tever. . And being interrogated, If he was never afraid 
that the introduction of these political subjects into his sermons, 
and especially his avowed condemnation of the measures of Go- 
vernment and of the Legislature, would create a spirit of discon- 
tent amongst the people, and his hearers in particular ? declares, 
That in the course of his lectures upon Daniel, he was naturally 
led to make these remarks ; but he always cautioned his hearers 
against every thing that might tend to disturb the peace and good 
order of society. In witness, &c. 

** Duncan Clark, witness, (Signed) Niel Douglas. 

*« John Leslkf witness. R, Hamilton." 



" At Glasgou)^ ISih March 1817. 
** In- presence of Robert Hamilton, Esq. Advocate, Sheriff, 
depute of Lanarkshire, and in the petition and complaint presented, 
&c. compeared Niel Douglas, present prisoner in the Tolbooth of 
'Glasgow ; who being examined, and his declaration emitted on 
the 15th and iTth days of March instant, being read over to him^ 
'declares and adheres thereto ; and farther declares, That his reli- 
gious creed differs from that of the Church of Scotland only in this, 
of his believing in the universal restoration of mankind, and he 
acknowledges no head as supreme in the church except Christ. 
And being inlerrogated, If it is customary with minist.ers of his^ 



C8 

permasion of secetsioD, to mingle tbeir dUcouiia witb p«IiUcai 
obsemttions or ceniurea on meosuret ad<^ted t>]r Government, 
when these, lut happen to be dit^proTed of bj the preacher? 
declares, T^at he feeh it to be his duty, as a preacher in the sight 
of God, as a subject and serrant of the Prince of Peace, to testify 
in bis doctrine against whatever offends God, violates his law, in- 
fringes the essential rirht of his subjects, and is prejudicial to the 
best interests of mankind, and believes that to oe the duty of 
every professed minister of Chtist. And being shewn « sheet on 
which are written certain heads of discourse, which begins witb 
. " Jesus said," declares. That the same contains his speech da- 
livered at a meeting at Anderston, held for the purpose of having 
it resolved whether they should petition 'for reform, and it wOs 
copied by a young lad, an apprentice to a writer in town, with 
the exception of the lower part of the fourth page, which is writ- 
ten by himself 1 That it was intended bis speech should be pub- 
lished in the newspapers, but it was never done, and the said 
paper is doqueted and subscribed by the declarant, and sberiff- 
examinator, and clerk, as relative hereto. And bdng shewn a 
hand-bill, which is now doqueted end signed, as tdative to tlus 
declaration, and which announces the publication of the Baptist, 
Ac declares, That he got five hundred of these published, and 
he got mie of them pasted upon the door of his meeting-house, 
bat there never was any other of them used ; and if the Court 
require it, he will not make use of them till better times, as he 
has no wish, however innocently, to give cause of offence. In 
witness, &c. 

" George Duncan, witness. (Sigoed) Niu. DotTOLAS. 

" Jama Thomson, witness. R. Hamiltom.'* 



EVIDENCE FOR THE PANNEL. 

Allan Cameron sworn. — Examined by Mr JcFrsxt. 

Q. Do you know Mr Douglas at the bar there i — A. Yes. 
Q. Are you a hearer of his J — A. Yes, Sir. 
Q, A regular attender at his place of worship i~~A. I have at> 
tended his preaching about eighteen Bionths. 
Q. Do you remember whether you attended his lectures or 

tireachinga oti the Sunday evenings in the beginning of March 
ast?-A. Yes. 

Q. Every Sunday evening during that n'me J— A. Yes, I be- 
lieve I did. 

Q. Do you remember his lecture from Daniel about Nebucfaad- 
aezzar and Belsbazzar ^ — A. Yes, 
Q. You remember that?->A. Yes. 
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Q. Do yon femember his making any conmarisoii between the 
condition Of our unfoitnnate Sovereien King Greoi^e, and that into 
which Nebuchadnesaar fell ?— *A. YeSf I remember an imperfect 
parallel which he drew. 

Q. In what respect did he make the parallel between them ? — 
A. Ab to die duration of their denmgement. 

Q« Did he begin suddenly upon that subject, or had he gone 
regularly through Daniel^— A. He had been going reguuirly, 
through Daniel* 

Q. Do you remember of hearing him say any thing about the 
cause of this infliction of Providence on our Sovereign ?-«-*A. No, 
he specified none» 

Q. Did he say that he was smitten by divine vengeance on ac« 
count of his infidelity or sins?— A. Never. 

Q. You are sure of that ? — A. I am certain of it. 

Q. Did he mention any thing of his recovery ?— 7A. Yes, he 

S rayed and fervently wished the King might be again restored to 
is throne ; and if not to his throne on earthy to a throne in hea- 
ven. 

Q. In the course of his lecture, while led to notice the King's 
unfortunate maiady, did he utter any expression of reprobation 
or blame towards the King i- — A. No. 

Q. Did he speak of him with respect i — A. Yes, always with 
respect. 

Q. Was he in the habit of pra3ring for bis Majesty ? — A. Yes, 
generally ; he never missed a day in my recollection without pray- 
ing for the King. 

Q. Was there any thing in these prayers that implied blame 
upon the Kiag? A. No. 

Q. To what effect did he pray?— -A. I do not recollect the 
exact words. 

Q. You have attended the Established Church sometimes ?— 
.A,. Yes. 

Q. Ycu have heard them pray there for the King ? — A. Yes. 

^. To the same general effect?*— A. I think Mr Douglas was 
more particular. 

Q. In what respect ?-*A. He prayed more fervently for him 
than those I had heard. 

Q, Do you remember, on these occasions, while going on with 
his scriptural history, of his saying any thing of the Prince 
Regent ?<-A. No, 1 do not recollect. 

Q. Did you ever hear him say the Prince Regent was a wor« 
i^ipper of Bacchus ? — A. 1 never did. 

Q. Can you take it upon you to swear, whether he ever said the 
Prince Resent was a poor, infatuated, bewitched, or wretched 
Prince ?— A. I could answer upon oath he never did. 

Q. Did you pay particular attention to the political expression 
of Mr Douglas's sermons about the time I have mentioned? — 
A. Yes. 

Q. Had you any particular cause for this ?— A. Upon the night 
of the 9th of March I paid particular attention to what he said. 
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I was informed there were spies present, and I paid attention lest 
he should utter any thing that might be charged against him. > 

Q. Did you hear him upon any occasion about that time say 
any thing about the Houses of Parliament, especially the House 
of Commons? — A. No, Sir. 

Q. Did you ever hear him say the House of Commons was cor- 
ruptor unjust? — A. No, i never did. 

Q. Did you ever hear him say the members of that House were 
thieves and robbers ? — A. No, i never did. 

Q. Have you heard him about that time, or at any other time, 
make remarks about the administration of the law in this country? 
A. No, he always spoke with high respect of the law. 

Q. Did you ever hear what he said on the administration of the 
law ? -A. He bestowed as great encomiums upon the administra- 
tion of the law as language can express, or ingenuity invent. 
Q. Frequently, Sir ? — A. Always. 

Q. You say he did this generally ; you were going on to men- 
tion an instance ? — A. He said auer his son's trial, that he was 
happy he was a native of a country where the law was impartially 
administered. 

Q. This was after his son's conviction ? — A. Yes. 
Q* Do you know what he had been tried for? — A. Swind- 
ling. He said it was his high satisfaction to be a native of a coun- 
try where the law is so impartially administered. 
Q. Did he sily this from the pulpit ? — A. Yes. 
Q. In express reference to his son's trial and conviction ? — 
A. Ves. 
Q. He mentioned them ? — A. Yes, he did. 
Q. Are you sure this was said seriously, and that there was no 
irony in what was said ?— -A. It was said quite seriously. " 

Q. Are you acquainted with Mr Douglas in private life?-^ 
A. Yes. 

Q. From what you have heard him say uniformly in the pulpit, 
and on other occasions, what were his habitual expressions about 
the Sovereign and the Prince Regent?— A. He always spoke 
.with great respect of them. 

Q. Was he an advocate for a reform in Parliament ? —A. Yes, 
for a constitutional reform. 

Q. Did he ever mention publicly or otherwise, his sentiments 
as to the means of pursuing this object? — A. Yes, by petition. 

Q. Did he express his sentiments about the use of violence or 
force of any kind ? — A. Yes, he deprecated it very much, 

Q. Did he say any thing of the riots ? — A. Yes, when riots 
were in the Calton, he desired his hearers not to give any coun- 
teqance to them. 

Q. Did he do this earnestly, Sir ? —A. Yes. 
Q. Upon these occasions, during February or March, can yoa 
take it upon you to swear, whether in the pulpit he ever said that 
the Prince Kegent was as fit for a gibbet as a throne ? — ^A« He 
never did ; I can answer it upon oath. 
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Wii'tiAM Wa w«.t swpro. — Examined by Mr Cockburx. 

Q. Are you a weaver? — A. Yes. 

Q. Do you know Mr Douglas there ?— A. Yes, I know him. 

Q* You know he preaches the gospel? — A. Yes. 

Q. You were apcustomed to attend him ? — A. For about thir- 
teen months. 

Q. The last thirteen months f — A. Yes , Sir. 

Q. Constantly? — A. Yes. 

Q. You recollect doing so during his ordinary discourses^ last 
February and March ? — A. Yes. 

Q.. Do you recollect his lecturing or preaching from Daniel ? 
~A. Yes. # 

Q. About Nebuchadnezzar and Belshazzar ?— A. Yes. 

Q. Did he lecture upon these just when he came to them in 
his course of lecturing, or did he go out of his course to get at 
cfaem ? — A. 1 :e took them as they came. 

Q. Do you remember, whether when talking of Nebuchadnez- 
zar on that occasion, he made any comparison between him and 
«ur King? — A. Yes, with respect to the length of their sufferings. 

Q* Merely, or principally upon that ? — ^A. Principally upon the 
lensth of their sufferings. 

Q. Do you remember of his assigning any reason why Provi- 
dence afflicted our Sovereign ? — A. He said, that for the sins of 
the nation, the head was afflicted. 

Q. Did you understand he said or not, that his Majesty was 
afflicted in this way for his own sins ?— A. 1 never heard him men- 
tion that. 

Q. Did he mention the fact of Nebuchadnezzar having been 
restored to his throne and reason ? — A. Y'es. 

Q. Did he express any wish that such a result should happea 
to George the Third ? — A. He prayed for it frequently. 

Q. Was he in the practice in his discourses of speaking respect-* 
Mly of the King ? — A. Remarkably so. 

Q. Was he accustomed to pray with apparent sincerity and 
earnestness for the King ? — A. With great sincerity. 

Q. Do you know him in private ? —A. 1 never was at his house 
more than three times altogether. 

Q. Was he in the habit of recommending to his audience to 
love the King as he seemed to do ? — A. He was in the habit of 
impressing that upon our minds; he ordered us to pray for him. 

Q. Did you ever hear him mention the House of Commons ? — 
A. Yes, 1 have heard him mention the House of Commons. 

Q. Did you ever hear him say the members were thieves and 
robbers?— A. No. 

Q. Did you ever hear him use language of that tendency ?•— 
A. No, never. 

Q, Did you ever hear him make use of the expression, thieves 
and robbers, to any description of men at all ? — A. I believe he 
^d when speaking of patronage^ — of those who did not come in 
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at the door ; he said that those who do not come in at the door, 
come in tome other way. 

Q. And he applied this ?— A. Not to the Ministers of St&te» 
but to the Ministers of the Gospel. 

Q. Did you ever hear him talk of the mode in which the law 
is administered in this country ?— A. Yes, I have heard him pay 
the greatest encomiums to the administration of the law. lie 
said ne was preud to be a native of a country in which the laws 
were so well administered. 

Q. You never heard him speak of them as administered un- 
justly ? — No, never. 

Q. Did you ever hear that be had a son tried for fraud or some- 
thing? — A. Yes. 

Q. D^you ever hear him speak of his son's trial ?— A. After 
he cameVack from Edinburgh. 

Q. What did he say ?— A. That he had never before had the 
honour of seeing a Jury impannelled, and he had a secret pride in 
being a native of acouotry where the laws were ^a impartially ad- 
ministered. 

Q. This was after the conviction of his own son f — A. Yes. 

Q. About the 9th of last March, or on any other occasion, did 
you hear him say that he thought the Prince Regent was fitter 
for a gibbet than a thrope i — A. Never in my heanuK. 

Q. Nor any thjng of that purport?— A. Never at all. 

Q. If he had said so, could it have escaped you ?— A. I think 
not so remarkable an expression as that. 

Q. Is there any thing particular about Mr Douglas's utterance 
er mode of speaking ?— A. He speaks very rapidly sometimes. 

Q. What sort of a dialect or accent has he i As mtrch High- 
land as any thing else? — A. He has rather a little of the Scottish 
accent. 

^ Q. Is he distinctly heard, or is an effort required to hear him ? 
— ^A. To me he is distinct. 

Q. Have yon been long accustomed to hear him?-- A. Thir- 
teen months. 

Q. When you heard him for the first time, did you hear himi 
distinctly ? — A. Yes, it was so with me. I always heard him dis- 
tinctly. 

Q. Did you ever hear him mention the Prince Rqgent, whea 
speaking of Nebuchadnezzer and Belshazzar ? — A. Yes. 

Q. What did you ever hear him say about the Prince ?— A. 
That he is a benevolent Prince. 

Q. Did you ever hear him say he was a poor infatuated 
wretch? — A. Never. 

Q, A devotee of Bacchus?-- A. Never. 

Q. A poor bewitched creature? — A. No. He said he was a 
humane and compassionate Prince, having pardoned more crimi- , 
nals since he came to his station than hadf ever been done withiA 
so short a space he believedi 
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William Nisbet sworn.— Exahiined by Mr Grant. 

Q. You are a weaver by trade I believe, and reside at Glasgow i 

—A. Yes. 

Q. Are you acquainted with Mr Douglas the prisoner? — A. I 
know tlic Gentleman. 

Q« You ha?e attended his chapel ? — A. For seven years and 

more. 

Q. Do you remember having been at his chapel one Sunday in 
the beginning of last March ? — A. I am almost always there in the 
evenings. 

Q. Do you remember Sunday the 9th of March ?-«-A, Yes. 

Q. Was there any thing th^it evening that caused you to pay 
particular attention to what Mr Douglas said i — No, Sir. 

Q. Do you know a person of the name of James Pirie, town- 
officer? A. Yes. 

Q. Have you seen him to-day ? — A. Yes. 

Q. Was he at church that night ? — A. He was.' 

Q. Were any other strangers there ? — A« There Was another 
town-officer there. 

Q. And how did that other employ himself^ What was he do* 
ing?— A. He was sitting beside Maccallum. 

Q. Was there another town-officer ? — A. There was a third. 

Q. Where was he sitting ? — ^A. Up towards the back of the 
place of worship. 

Q. Did they se^tii to be paying great attention to Mr Douglas ? 
A.-— I did not see what the one who was back did ; but the one 
in the fore part sat aiid wrote at times. 

Q. Do you recollect the subject of discourse that evening ? — 
A. A passage in the 5th of Daniel. 

Q. Was he lecturing lipon it, or was it a discourse from one' 
text ?— *A. He was lecturing upon it. 

Q. Had he come to that chapter in the course of lectures he 
was delivering or had hefixea upon the subject of that night's 
discourse by itself? — A. in the course he was deliveringy he took 
It in rotation. 

Q. How long had he been lecturing in this rotation in the book 
of Daniel ? — A. For two years ; at times leaving it and returning 
to it occasionally. 

Q. And When he had left it and returned to it, did he return 
to the place at which he had stopped ?— A. Yes. 

Q. Is it the 5th chapter of Dapiel which treats of Nebuchad- 
nezzar ? — A. Yes. 

Q. Do ^ou remember particularly wliat Mr Douglas said upon 
that occasion with regard to Nebuchadnezzar ? Did he mention 
the affliction with whicli he was visited ? — A. Yes. 

Q. Did he draW any parallel between our Sovereign and King 
Nebuchadnezzar on that occasion ? — A. I heard him draw one si- 
mile or yarallel. 

Q. How did he express himself? — A. That as Nebuchadnezzar 

c 
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was raised up from his affliction to his throne and dignity, if it 
was the will of God, he hoped that our Sovereign might be raised 
up to his throne and dignity, and be enabled to adopt the song of 
the good old Simeon, '< Lord lettest now thy servant depart in 
** peace, for mine eyes have seen thy salvation.'^ 

Q. Are you positive about these expressions ? — A. Yes. 

Q. And can swear to their having been used by Mr Douglas 
that night ? — A. Many nights. 

Q. Upon that night ? — A. I cannot say as to that particular 
night, but he always prayed fervently in these and similar words. 

Q. And that night, did he draw any parallel between his Ma- 
jesty and Nebuchfulnezzar, calculated [and intended to the hurt, 
prejudice, and dishonour of his Majesty^-— A. No. 

Q. Did he use this expression, that his Majesty was like Nebu* 
chadnezzar driven from the society of men for his infidelity and 
corruption ? — A. No. 

Q: Did he use any words of this import ? — A. No. 

Q. Did you ever hear him use words of that import ?— A. No. 

Q. Did you hear him make mention of the Prince Regent up- 
on that occasion ? — A. He always mentioned the Prince Regent. 

Q. In what way ? — A. In praying for him. 

Q. Did he, upon that occasion, say any thing about any body 
being an infatuated wretch, a poor infatuated devotee of Bacchus i 
—A. No. 

Q. Did you ever hear him apply these or similar expressions to 
his Royal Highness the Prince Regent i — A. No. 

Q. Did you ever hear him speak of the Prince Regent in terms 
at all of that import ?— A. No. 

Q. Did you ever hear him say that the Prince Regent was fit- 
ter for a gibbet than a throne ? — A. No, Never. 

Q. Are you quite sure of this ? — A. Yes. 

<}. Could he have made use of this expression without your ha- 
ving observed it ? — A. No. 

Q. Could he have used those other expressions without your 
observing it ? — A, No. 

Q. And you now swear, upon your solemn oath, that you never 
heard him make use of the expressions which I have mentioned f 
— ^A. No, I never did. 

, Q. Were you there every Sunday evening in February and 
March last? — A. No, I cannot say I was. 
, Q. How many nights were you absent? — A. I cannot recollect 
but of one. 

Q. You can speak to the nieht when you saw Pirie there ? — A. 
Yes, I am very certain as to Uiat night, Mr Douglas did not use 
such expressions. 

Q. Did you ever hear him mention the fate of the Babylonian 
Empire, in the course of his lectures ?— ^A. Yes. 

Q. He did not then make use of any of the expressions which 
I have mentioned ? — A. No. 

Q. Did you hear him talk of the administration of justice in 
this country ?— -A. Yes. 
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Q. In what teriss ?-~A. With great praise. 

Q. Did you ever hear that he had tne misfortune of having a 
son tried ror any ofience ? — A. Yes. 

Q. Did you hear him preach after his son's trial had taken 
place? — A. I did. 

. Q. Did he make any allusion to the administration of justice 
upon that occasion ?-»A. He extolled the just laws of our coun"* 

Q* Did he make use of any particular expressions or remarks^ 
—A. He said it was a great blessing to live in a nation in which 
such laws were observed, that no man could be harmed without 
proof being regularly led of his guilt. 

Q. Did you ever hear him talk of the Members of the House 
of Commons as thieves and robbers ? — A. No. 

Q. Did you ever hear him apply these epithets to any descrip- 
tion of persons ? — A. Yes. 

Q. To whom?-^A. To the Ministei's of the GospeL 

Q. To what description of the Ministers of the Gospel ?-<^A. 
He was applying the worda of Scripture to them. 

Q. What are these words ? — A. All those that do not enter by 
the door to the sheep*fdd, but dimb up some other way, are 
thieves and robbers. 

Q. Was Mr Douglas in favour of patronage in the Church, or 
against patronage ?-^A. The voice of the people, according ta 
the wora of God^ as he held forth, was the door. 



John Rektoul swom^-^Exannned by Mr Jcffhsit. 

Q. You are a candlemaker ?-— A. Yes< 

Q. Do you know Mr Douglas ? — A. Yes. 

Q* Do you attend his place of worship ?— -A. Yes. 

Q. Have you done so long f — A. A dozen of years. 

Q. Have you attended pretty regularly ? — A. Yes, I think f 

have* 

Q. I ask yoil, in particular, were you regular in attendance 
since the beginning of this year, in February and March ? — ^A. 
Yes, I have heard him three times every day when he was preach- 
ing, 

Q. All the Sunday evenings? — A. I anf certain I have. 

Q. Do you remember that about that time he was lectuting on 
the book of Daniel?-- A. I mind that well. 

Q. Do you remember his coming to the history of Nebuchad- 
nezzar and Belshazzar?— A. Yes, 1 think I do. 

Q. Do you remember upon that occasion his making any kind 
of parallel between Nebuchadnezzar and George the Third ?— 
A. No. 

Q. Did he make any mention of the king upon that occasion f 
— «A. Nothing farther than mentioning his name. I cannot ex- 
actly say what were the words that he used. 

Q. Did he make any observation as to the King being afflicted 
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with a malady i — A. Never in any reproachfal way. I have heard 
him often praying he might have a lucid interval before he died« 

Q. Do you remember his making allusion to Nebuchadneasar^s 
restoration to his throne? — A. 1 do not recollect. 

Q. Do you recollect of his ever saying that our King had been 
driven from the society of men, on account of conduct like Me- 
buchadneazar's ? >- A. Never. 
Q. Did you altend to his discourse at that time ? — A. Yes. 
Q. Could he have used such an expression without you obser- 
ving it ?---A. 1 don't think he could. I have heard him say that in- 
fidelity prevailed, from the palace down to the street scaffengers. 
Q. Could you swear he aid not make use of the expression to 
which i hove already alluded ?-^A. It was not done to my know- 
ledge. 

Q. Ybu mentioned he was in the habit of praying for the King ? 
— A. Yes. 

Q. Did he pray earnestly for him? — A. Earnestly, more so 
than any minister I ever heard. 

Q. Did you ever hear him use disrespectful terms in speaking 
of the King ?— No, never. 

Q. How did he speak of him ?— A. He always spoke of him 
with respect. 

Q. Do you remember his saying any thing as to the Prince 
Regent in going over this chapter i — A. I r^ly cannot remem- 
ber. I cannot be positive what he did say about him. 

Q. Did he call him a worshipper of Bacchus ? — A. Never. 
Q. An infatuated prince or poor wretch ? — A. Never. 
Q. If he bad used these exfmssions yxm most have heard him i 
— A. I think so; but I never heard him, to my knowledge. 

Q. Have you heard him speak of the House of Commons?— 
A. Yes, I have heard him. 

Q* Did you ever hear Uas speak of the members being corrupt 
or unjust ? — A. I heard hkn once mentioo, that if he could be- 
lieve the public prints, a member of the House had offered to prove 
that there had been seats bought and sold. 

Q. Did you ever bear Mr Douglas call members of the House 
of Commons thieves or robbers ?-— A. No. 

Q. Did you ever hear him apply these epithets to any other 
description of persons ? — A. I have heard him make some ob- 
servations on tne way ministers were thrown by patronage into 
some places of the country. 

Q. And he used these expressions in refereace to that circum- 
stance ? —A. That was my opinion of it. 

Q. Did you ever hear him say any thing in his discourses about 
the administration of the law in this country ? — He oonuaendcd 
it frequently. 

Q. Often?— A. f could not say how often. He said he was hap- 
py to live in a country where the law was so justly administered. 
Q. Did you ever heax him make any observations of an oppo- 
site tendency ? — A. I never did. 

Q. Do you haopen to know he had a aoa tried foe some offenee 
last summer ? — A. Yes. 
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' Q» Do you remember Mr Douglas making any remarks alter 
his return from Edinburgh on that occasion ?-^A. I do not re^ 
member the exact words he ased, but he was thankful that jus- 
tice was administered so fairly. 

Q^ That was the substance of what he said ?— A. That was thd 
way I took it up. . 

Q. Do you know whether Mr Douglas was a reformer, whe- 
ther he wished a reform of Parliament or not ? — A, I have heard 
him speak of effecting reform in a constitutional manner. 

Q. Do you remember his saying any thing as to the manner 
in which it should be pursued f — A. I cannot say exactly* 

Q. Was there any thing particular in Mr Doi]^las'8 manner of 
delivery in the pulpit^ Did he speak fast or slow? — A. I don't 
think a stranger could make much of him the first time of hear- 
ing him. 

Q. How did you yourself take him up at first ? — A. Not well 
at first, but I now follow him pretty well. 

Q. Are you acquainted witti Mr Douglas in private life ? — A. 
A little. 

Q. You have attended Ms ministry for twelve years, and know 
him a little in private ; what sentiments has he been in the habit 
of expressing as to his Majesty and the Constitution ?— A. I have 
always heard him speak favourably of them. 

Q. Have you ever heard him recommend the use of violence oc 
force in procuring a reform in Parliament ? — A. I never did. 

Q. Did you ever bear him say it would be a good or a bad 
thing to use such means ? — A. About the time of drawing up pe- 
titions for reform, he exhorted the people to conduct themselves 
peaceably and to act constitutionally. 

Q. To avoid all disorder ? — A. Yes. 



David Young sworn.*— Examined by Mr Cookburn. 

Q. Do you know Mr Douglas who is sitting between the sol- 
diers there? — A. Yes, I know him. 

Q. Do you attend his chapel ? — A, I do. 

Q. How long had you attended there before he was apprehend- 
ed ? — A. About six years. 

Q. Did you attend regularly in February and March last ? — 
A. I did. 

Q, How often ?--A. Generally three times a^day. 

Q. Did you attend every evening daring that time ? — A. Every 
evening except one, I could not get in, early in March. 

Q. Do you remember of his being apprehended ? — A. Yes. 

Q. Did you hear him the Sunday evening before he was ap- 
prehended ?— A. Yes. 

Q. Had you heard that spiea had been sent to hear his dis- 
courses.- A. Yes. 

Q. And you were there at that time ? — Yes. 

Q. On whatportion of Scripture did he discourse? — A. On the 
fifth chapter of Daniel. 

Q. Abeut Nebuchadnezzar and Belsbasszar i-^A. Yes. 
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Q. Do you remember his comparing our King to Nebuchad- 
nezzar?— A. No. 

Q» Did he speak of Nebuchadnezzar at all ? — A. Yes. 

Q. What dia he say ? A. In his prayer, he prayed that our 
King, like Nebuchadnezzar, might be restored to bis throne, and 
that his last days might be more glorious than the first. 

Q. Did he say that Nebuchadnezzar was driven from bis throne 
on account of his sins ?— *A* Yes, that Nebuchadnezzar was* 

Q. That George the Third was ?— A. No. 

Q. Did he use disrespectful language towards the King ? — ^A. 
The very reverse, 

Q. If not upon that nisht, did he upon any occasion use disre- 
spectful language towards the King ?-^A. On the contrary, he 
sometimes prayed for him three times a-day, and recommended 
loyalty and obedience to the law. 

Q. jDid he mention Belshazzar upon this occasion 2— A. He did. 

Q. Did you hear him compare any body to him ?— ^A. No. I 
did not hear him compare any body to him. 

Q. Did he compare the Prmce Regent to him ? — ^A. No. 

Q. Did he call any body a poor intatuated wretch i — A. No. 

Q. Or devotee of Bacchus ? — A. No. 

Q. Then he did not call the Prince such ? — A. No. 

Q. If such an expression had been used, must you have heard 
it?— A. Yes. 

Q. You know his mode of speaking ?— A. Yes. 

Q. Were you quite within hearing of him ? — A. Tes. 

Q. Did he say any thing that night, or upon any occasion you 
ever heard, against the mode in which the law is administered ?-~ 
A. The very reverse. The first time he preached after his son's 
trial, he spent a whole discourse upon the justice and equity 
of the law, and the impartial administration of it in the kingdom, 
and more especially in this high Court. 

Q. Did you ever hear him use language inconsistent with that 
which you have mentioned ? — A. I never did. 

Q. Did you hear hioif upon the occasion when the spies were 
there, say any thing of the House of Commons ?-^A. I do not re^ 
member that I did. 

Q. You did not hear him call any of the members of the House 
of Commons thieves and robbers ? — ^A. No. 

Q. Did you ever hear him use that expression? — A^ As to 
clergymen who come in by patronage. 

Q. Did you ever hear him say that scats in the House of Com- 
mons were sold like bullocks in a market ? — A. No. 

Q. Do you know Mr Douglas in private life ? — A. I have had 
a good deal of private conversation with him. 

Q. Is he peaceably disposed ? — A. (le is peaceably disposed. 

Q. Is he a friend to reform ? — A. Yes. 

Q. How did he wish to get it ? — ^A. By petitioning. 

Q. Did he recommend violence ? — A. The ver}^ reverse. 

Q. Did you ever hear him discourage it ? — A. Often. In his 
sermons he discharged his people from having any thing to da 
with either riots or private meetings. 

(^ouRx««— 4SyjpriYateyou meai\ secret meetings?— A* Yes^ 
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John Chalmers 8worn.^£xamined by Mr Jeffret. 

Q. Do you know Mr Douglas ? — A. Yes, I do. 
. Q. Have you been in the habit of attending his church ?— A. 
Yes. I have heard him often these six months past. 

Q. Were you there the Sunday evenings in February and 
March last ? — A. Some of them. 

Q. Were you there when he was lecturing upon the fiflh chap- 
ter of Daniel ? — A. I heard some of his lectures upon it. 

Q. His lectures about Nebuchadnezzar and Belshazzar? — A. 
Yes, I heard some of his discourses upon that subject. 

Q. Did you hear him make any comparison between the case 
of our King and Nebuchadnezzar ?— -A. I do not remember of 
any comparison between the two. I heard him pray fervently 
that the King might be restored to his reason and his Government. 

Q. Upon what occasion ?~^A. Upon the occasion above allud- 
ed to. And he prayed fervently that the affliction might be 
sanctified for the instruction of the nation and his own son, and 
that we might all learn to fear God and reverence the King. 

Q. Did he say the malady was .the consequence of infidelity 
and wickedness ? -- A. I never heard him use such an expression. 

Q, Did he pray for the King? — A. Fervently, for his temporal 
and spiritual welfare ; and he recommended to his hearers to do 
so likewise. 

Q. Did you ever hear him use terms of disrespect or reproach 
towards the King ?— A. Never towards his Majesty, his person or 
Government. 

Q. Towards the Prince Regent ?— A. I do not remember of any 
expressions of disrespect towards him. He prayed fervently for 
him, that he might reign for the glory of God and the good of his 
people over whom he presided. 

Q. Did you ever hear him call him an infatuated wretch ? — 
A. I never heard him use any words like that. 

Q. Did you ever hear him say any thing about the House of 
Commons?— A. I remember something about that. He said 
there were some things about the House of Commons that he 
thought it would be of benefit to have reformed. He professed 
himself a well-wisher to the minority in the House. He mention- 
ed it was stated in the newspapers that seats were sold as in a 
market ; and he said this certainly was odious. 

Q. Did he point out in what way a reform should be set about ? 
— A. I do not recollect what he said as to that. He exhorted the 
people to petition in a legal and constitutional form. 
. Q. Did he ever hint that good was to be done by violence or 
force ? — A. The reverse. He always recommended loyal and 
peaceable measures. 

Q. Did you ever hear him say any thing about the adfhinistra- 
tion o£ the laws ? — A. 1 do not recollect of him speaking of that 
particular point. 

Q. Is there any thing particular in his manner of delivery ?— 
A. 1 was several aays hearing him before I could understand his 
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mode of delivery. It was difficult for me also to follow himy him 
views being different from those to which 1 had been ^ccustom-o 
ed. I heard him several times before i was able to understand 
him. 
. .Q.'Does he spesJc fa^? — A. The peculiarity of his delivery a- 
rises rather from bis age and frailty. He is nervous, and his voice 
is extended too high and then falls away. On account of the in- 
firmity of his voice, be endeavours to raise it* 



Mr Jeffrey — There are other witnesses in attendance ; 
bu^ it appears to us unnecessary to take up the time of the 
Court by calling in more. 

Lord Justice-Clerk. — You judge rightly ; to call any 
more witnesses to the same poii^t must be quite unnecessary. 

Mr Solicitor-General — From the course which, in the 
present circumstances, I deem it proper to pursue, the duty 
now to be performed by you will not be attended with that 
pain or responsibility,, from which, at the commencement of 
the trial, I considered it to be inseparable. 

The charge against the pannel ^t the bar is that of sedi- 
tion, — a charge of which the rplevancy has been established by 
a judgment of the Court, and cannot admit of dispute. The 
sedition charged consists — in having uttered a seditious libel 
against his Sacred Majesty the King, and against his Royal 
Highness the Prince Regent, — in having uttered a seditious 
libel against the House of Commons,-;— and in having uttered 
a seditious libel against the administration of the laws of this 
kingdom. And, undoubtedly, if it had been proved, that the 
pannel had endeavoured thus to alienate the affections of 
the people from any or all of these objects of their allegiance, 
he would have been guilty of a very heinous offence. If such 
attempts had been attended with either partial or total snc^ 
cess, — if the fidelity, reverence, and attachment of the people 
to any or to all of these objects had been shaken, — there would, 
in the one view, have been very little left, and in another 
view much of those principles would be destroyed, to which 
the allegiance of the subject must be attached, or by which 
good order throughout the kingdom can alone be maintained. 

The peculiar circumstance with which this sedition is at- 
tended, is, that it has been committed by a clergyman, — by 
a person exercising duties of a very important description, 
which are far removed from any connection with political 
discussions. And if, in ordinary situations, and by persons 
in th^ ordinary avocations of civil lifej tl^e uttering of a sedi* 
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tious libel be criminal, beyond all doubt it mast be infinitely 
more crioiinal in the case of a person whose province it is to 
impart useful, moral and religious instruction. A person who 
has such duties to perform is, in his unjustifiable imd wicked 
aberrations from bis duty, guilty of a great and dangerous 
ofiqnce. The functions of a clergyma|i ai*e among the most 
important in civil society, whether the nature and purpose of 
his duties, or the dangerous facilities and great trust with 
which he is necessarily invested, are considered. His duties 
are to communicate moral and religious instruction ; and in 
proportion to the vital importance of these duties and objects 
when well performed, is the criminality of his conduct wheUi 
under the mask and disguise of his function, he disseminates 
the poison of discontent and sedition. He is intrusted with 
the weekly power and opportunity of assembling and address* 
ing crowded congregations for one lawful purpose only; and 
the danger pf permitting such opportunities to be turned to 
any .other purpose but that of enforcing the duties of reli* 
gion, peace, virtue, and charity, need Qot be enlarged upon 
here. 

The 6rst part of the seditious libel uttered by the pannel 
against his Sacred Majesty and against the Prince Regent, 
consists in a scriptural allusion ; — in the perversion and misap- 
plication of 0, portion of scripture, of which, I believe, there 
are few, either in the ordinary or more intelligent ranks of 
society, who ^re ignorant; and it is just as possible, in this 
indirect manner, and by a reference to particular portions of 
scripture history, to utter libellous or seditious matter, as by 
the most direct words which language affords. There is no 
blasphemy or sedition, how abominable and atrocious soever, 
that may not in this form be spread about. The namcj 
character, and conduct, of his Majesty, whether public or 
private, I have been habituated to consider as sacretj subjectsi 
not to be profaned by investigation and discussion, either in 
Parliament, in courts of law, or in churches. This is the 
true principle of the Constitution ; and the whole tenor of 
the evidence of this day's trial shews, that it is a principle 
from which it would be unwise to depart. 

If the case had stood upon the evidence brought in behalf of 
the Crown, I would have called upon you, without hesitation, 
for a verdict of guilty upon two of the charges stated in the 
libel ; ^rsty the charge of uttering a seditious libel aeainst his 
Sacred Majesty and the Prince Reggtit ; and, second ^ the charge 
of uttering a seditious libel against the House of Commons. 
With regard to the third and remaining ground of charge . 
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agunst the pannel, in the minor proposition of the indict- 
ment, there haa been no evidence brought before you. 

At the same lime, I must observe, that the evidence on the 
psrt ofthe Crown fallsfarshortofffhatf expected to have laid 
before you. The inquiries or precognition taken in the ordina- 
ry course of the duties of locai police, when the facts were fresh 
in the recollection of the witnesssB, and when they had re- 
cently heard the seditious preachings of the pannel, exhibit- 
ed to me a caee on which I entertained not a doubt of the 
measures to be taken, and on which 1 am confident you woold 
not have entertained a doubt as to what your duty would 
have required of you. From the interval of time, however, 
which necessarily has elapsed, the recoUeclions of the wit- 
nesses have become more imperfect and uncertain. In these 
observations, I am far from saying, or meaning to insinnate* 
that you ought to believe, or be at all influenced by any thing 
which has not been laid regularly in evidence before you. I 
merely state these things in explanation of the course of con- 
duct which I am in this case to adopt- 
On the supposition that full credit is due to the witnesses 
on both sides, there are some charges made out against the 
pannel, which render his conduct hi^ly criminal,^ which e»- 
tablish against him a veiy great malversation of duty, and 
which bring home to him a criminality not to be distinguished 
from sedition. 

It is proved by all the witnesses for the Crown,— it is pro- 
ved by those witnesses for the pannel to whom any credit U 
due,— it is proved by his own declarations, which cannot be 
heard without pity for his folly, and indignation for his im- 
piety, that he is a political preacher. To all who have paid at- 
tention to the progress of the trial, it must be clear that he has 
been in the habit of arraigning, in his discourses, the measures 
of Government, and of infusing among his hearers political 
dissatisfaction. I say, that this general conduct is most danger- 
ous, criminal, and seditious, wnether occurring in a sectarian 
like the pannel, or in a minister of the establishment. In a 
sectarian hke the pannel, it is more dangerous, because he is 
liable to no ecclesiastical superin tendance and jurisdiction. 
Such conduct, indeed, might lead to doubts as to the expedi- 
ence of that unlimited toleration which the benignity of our 
Constitution confers. In the one case or the other, I repeat 
it, it is a prostitution and malversation of one of the most im- 
portant duties of civil society. 

That the pannel and all Christian pastors onght to pray 
for the prosperity of the land in which he lives,— that he sfaoald 
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pray for tranquillity and good order, — that he should pray for 
all sorts and conditions of ineQ, — ^tbat be should pray for his 
Majesty, as the first and highest personage in the Iand,^-that 
above all he should earnestly pray, that this venerated person, 
who is followed into his retirement by the reverential sym- 
pathy and tenderness of all his subjects, should be relieved 
from the calamity with which he is afflicted, are essential'parts 
of his duty. * But, beyond this, all is forbidden; and the ar« 
raignment of present public measures, and the discussion of 
daily politics, is equajiy a criminal departure from his duty 
as a Christian pastor, and from his duty as a British subject* 

That a general criminality characterises his conduct in 
these respects, no man can doubt. But, besides all this, the 
evidence of particular offence is not slight. That he did pre- 
sume to draw a parallel between Nebuchadnezzar and our Sa-» 
cred Sovereign, admits not of a doubt. Such a parallel was 
most criminally imprudent and indiscreet. Of this fact there 
cdn be no dispute ; but there does exist some obscurity as to 
the extent to which that parallel was drawn. The witnesses 
for the Crown prove that it was drawn to the utmost length 
of the scripture history. The witnesses for the pannel say 
that it was not drawn to any improper effect i — ^some of them 
say that it was drawn partiaUy ; — some of them say that it was 
only drawn as to. the duration of the infirmity with which the 
Babylonish king was by the special visitation of heaven af- 
flicted. But I do affirm, that it was impossible to draw any 
parallel, — it was impossible to allege a single point of resem« 
blance, between his most Sacred Majesty and the Personage 
mentioned in Scripture, without criminality, and seditious 
criminality. Whether the cause, nature or duration of that 
awful infirmity be referred to, it was impossible, without cri- 
minality, even in the most remote degree to insinuate the re- 
semblance or parallel. If the resemblance was placed on the 
duration of the infirmity, what was it ? It was till his heart 
returned to his God,— it was tiU << he knew that the most 
high God ruled in the kingdom of men.'' Who is there with 
the heart of a Christian, or with the loyalty of a British sub- 
ject, that can dare to impute the resemblance ? 

With regard to the libel against the House of Commons, 
there is some contradiction in the evidence. The witnesses 
for the Crown ao certainly say that the pannel did use, to- 
wards that branch of the Constitution, the expressions char- 
ged in the indictment, or something of similar meaning. It is 
proved by his own declaration that he discussed the merits 
of that House in a way not favourable to its character ; and 
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the witDMies whom he has adduced in defence do not give 
Kueh an explanation as to exculpate him. They say that he 
mentioned the expressions narrated in the indictment as ha- 
ving been uttered in that House by some of its members, 
in stating the manner in which seats in it were acquired. 
There are many things, however, reported to be declaimed 
within the walls of Parliament, which would be sedition if ac* 
tually uttered anv where else \ and the most wicked and se* 
ditious libels might in this manner be disseminated with im« 
punity, if such a justification were sufficient. 
. It is impassible, therefore, to hold the pannel as guiltlesSf 
Even if he had been a layman, he would nave been criminal, 
and much more is he culpable as a clergyman, enjoying th^ 
free exercise of teaching religion to his fellow-subjects, and 
professing to teach a religion of which the characteristic is 
charity. 

Notwithstanding these circumstances, however, 1 am satis- 
ficd that the proof has fallen short of what I expected at the 
institution of this trial. In some part of the charge the evi- 
dence is not sufficiently certain and explicit : in some part of 
the charge there is room to doubt if there be not some misun- 
derstanding in the witnesses for the Crown ; and in one part 
of the charge there is no evidence at all. In one particular, 
perhaps, the evidence for the pannel has afforded something 
. like an explanation of a suspicious circumstance, although 
the greater part of the evidence led in his behalf exhibits a 
degree of tutoring and preparation not in favour of its credi- 
bility. But, on the whole, I am clear that the evidence is not 
such as to be pressed on a Jury, and in this opinion my 
inclination and official duty coincide. I submit to you, that 
while a verdict of Not Guilty cannot be reconciled with the 
evidence, the proper return for you to give is that otNot 
Proven. 

Mr Jeffrey. — After what you have now heard, I should 
think myself greatly to blame if I were to detain you with 
many words. Now that the prisoner at the bar is safe, un- 
questionably my great anxiety is removed. At the same time, 
I cannot help regretting, that my Learned and Honourable 
Friend, who has made, on the whole, such an use of the 
evidence as is to the credit of his sagacity and candour, did 
not carry his liberality a little farther ; for had he only said, 
as I think he must have felt, that you should find a verdict 
of not guiltt/9 instead of a verdict of not proven, I should 
not have been called on to address you at all. But feeling 
that the prboner is entitled to be freed altogether from the 
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grievous charges in the indictixK^Qt) I roust trouble you with 
a very few remarics. 

No doubt there is some contrariety on the face of the evi- 
dence. The witnesses for the Crown, you will recollect, 
satd| but with the utmost hesitation, that their impression 
was, that certain words were used, which, if you could fully 
believe to have been used, would undoubtedly have attached 
blame,^and blame of considerable magnitude, to the prison- 
err But even if that evidence had stood uncontradicted, the 
singular hesitation and uncertainty of their statements, and 
the manifest bias which some of them had obviously received 
from the character of their employment, do so affect their 
testimony, that you could never, upon the strength of it, 
think for a moment cff touching the liberty of a fellow-subject. 
But, when you take into consideration the facts disck>sed 
in the evidence for the prisoner, it appears to me that you can 
have no hesitation in finding him not guilty of the charges pre- 
ferred jigainst him. In saying this, 1 am free to state that I 
have no inclination, and I feel great satisfaction that I am not 
obliged, to impeach the veracity of any of the witnesses you 
have h^rd this day. But the witnesses lor the Crown were 
one and all substantially strangers to the preacher, and alto- 
gether unaccustomed to his mavner, which, as you have heard, 
is so rapid and peculiar, as to render him nearly unintelligible 
to those to whom it is not famtllftr. Our witnesses, on the other 
hand, were aU persons who were in the habit of attending his 
ministry. Some of them had been many months his hearers, 
and were quite &miliar with the general strain of his remarks ; 
and passages difficult to be followed by others, on account of 
the preacher's peculiarity of style, or infirmity of organs, were 
to them perfectly plain and intelligible. If, then, there had 
been any discrepancy in the evidence as to.wbat he said on 
the occasion in question, those who understood the language 
be employed were, beyond all doubt, the best judges of what 
was meant by him when be may have been obscure and un- 
intelligible to, or misunderstood by strangers. 

But independently of this altogether, it is a circumstance, 
in this case, quite overwhelming and decisive, that the persons 
whom we adduced as witnesses knew perfectly what was the 
general strain and tone of thi$ gentleman's political observa- 
tions. All of tbem were his hearers the whole time libelled on, 
and for many months before and afterwards, down to the pe- 
riod when he was apprehended. They were all familiar with 
thecharacter of his topics, and the tone, temper, and import 
of his observations. Can you then hesitate to believe this set 
of witnesses in preference to the other .^ Can you hesitate to 
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have been judicially murdered. One n^emorable proaf ot fiis 
sentioients in regard to the administration of the Taw in this 
oountnr was detailed to you in evidence. This reverend person 
was afflicted in his old age, by the misconduct aiid public ar- 
raignment of his son at this bar. He went, for the first time 
in his life, into a court of justice, to support his unhappy boy 
on that occasion ; and coming home with lacerated feelings 
Bpon the event of the trial, he shewed the healing effect of 
religion and patriotism; and, bowing under the dispensation 
of God, kissed the rod of divine chastisement, and next paid 
a tribute to the justice of the country, by which the liberties 
and lives of his Majest/s subjects are guarded, and by which 
no person can be convicted' without convincing proof of his 
guilt. In the course of that ttial, being impressed with the 
solemnity ^nd cautiousness of the proceedings, and with the 
impartiality and mercy with which the criminal law is adrai-* 
nistered in this tribunal, he took the earliest opportunity of 
delivmng an encomium upon that law, under which he was 
then suffering in his feelings as a parent, on account of the 
ignominy and disgrace of his unhappy child. 

In these circumstances, I say, be is entitled to a complete 
verdict of not guilty under this indictment : And I am per- 
gnaded, and think you must fbel, that no issue can be atteiid- 
ed with such good eifbcts, or can be so likely to promote 
love of the Constitution, — love of the law, — and duty to 
the Sovereign, as that which shall send him home again to 
testifv in favour of that law under which his son fell, and by 
which he is saved. It will be your duty to send him back 
with his character untainted, and his voice unimpaired, to 
praise more loudly than ever the blessings of that Constitu- 
tion under which he lives, and to inspire worthy and favour- 
able sentiments On this subject into his hearers, who are sta- 
ted to form a pretty numerous congregation. 

And here I must take leave to intimate my dissent from 
what was said as to the duties of the clergy of this country. 
It is their first and appropriate office, no doubt, to teach the 
doctrines of religion and morality ; but it is their privilege and 
function also to allude to our duties to Government, as well 
as to those we owe our neighbours. In those cases especial- 
ly, in which the hearers are indebted for all th^ information 
they receive to their attendance in church, there would be 
something wanting, if, besides the' exhortations and spiritual 
advice which are afforded, allusions were not occasionally 
made to the public duties of the people, as well as to their 
other moral and religious obligations. 
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In the political sentiments of the defendant, affection f0r 
the constitution has always been the leading feature ; and it 
is clear, from his whole discourses and character, that he wae 
not given to disguise or concealment of any kind. The 
whole of his discourses have been remarkable for their loy- 
alty, and respect for the Constitution as by law established, 
and were such indeed as to be in all points characteristic of 
a good citizen. 

X ou have no ground for hesitation, therefore, I conceive, 
in your verdict; and you will not do justice, if you do not 
send Mr Douglas home with his reputation altogether un- 
stained : which you can do in no other way than by a ver- 
dict acquitting him entirely of the charges, and pronouncing 
bim not guilty. ' 

Lord Justice- Clerk. — I am extremely happy, that from 
the course this trial has taken, you are relieved from all 
anxiety with regard to the result. The Solicitor-General 
has stated, that he cannot ask you to find a verdict of guilty 
against the pannel as to any part of the charges contained in 
the indictment. The only question for you to decide, on 
considering all that has taken place, is, whether you are en- 
titled to express in the verdict vour opinion that the pri* 
soner is not guilty of the charges, by which you will free him 
from all blame, or whether you must limit yourselves to 
finding that the charges are not pr<yoen. In such a case, I 
should deviate from my duty, were I to say more than that 
the issue is in your hands, and that you will return that ver- 
dict which in your consciences you think right. 

(The Jury retired ; and, after a few minutes' consideration, 
they returned an unanimous verdict of Not Guilty.) 

Lord Justice Clerk. — Gentlemen, lam happy to relieve 
you of any farther attendance. 

Niel Douglas, In consequence of the verdict which a 
Jury of your country has returned, pronouncing you not 
guilty of the crime of sedition charged against you in this in- 
dictment, it is now the duty of the Court to assoilzie you 
simpliciter, and to dismiss you from the bar. 

It must always be a satisfaction to the Court, when the 
circumstances of any case are such as to warrant a verdict of 
not guilty. I congratulate you upon that verdict *, but, at the 
same time, I feel it my duty to state to you, that, if you con- 
sider your interest in future, you will, in the discbarge of your 
sacred functions, be careful in the selection of your topics. 

D 
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Notwithstanding the verdict which has been returned, I cannot 
at ail commend the taste which you have shewn in selecting 
the subjects upon which you have been accustomed to dilate* 
I trust and hope, however, that you will see the propriety ia 
fliture of selecting only those passages in Holy Writ, which, 
while they enable you to discharge your sacred fanctions to 
your God, may not give rise to comments susceptible of such 
a construction, as to lead hearers, even by mistake, to sup- 
pose that you utter or inculcate seditions sentiments. 

Niel Douglas, attend to the interlocutor of the Court up» 
oh the verdict now to be read. 

" The Jury, by the mouth of James Dnndas their chan- 
<^ cellor, find the said Niel Douglais, pannel, Not Guilty. 

" The Lord Justice Clerk and Lords ^Commissioners of Jus- 
" tidary, in respect of the verdict above recorded, assoilzie the 
** pannel simpliciter^ and dismiss him from the Bar. 

« D. Boyle, L P. D." 

Niel Douglas. — I cannot refrain from declaring, before 
I leave this Court, that I have a high regard fot his Majesty 
and for the Royal Family, and I pray that every Briton may 
have the same. I return you and the whole Court and Jury 
cordial thanks for this decisioti. 



FINIS. 



